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CURRENT TOPICS. 

THE RESIGNATION is announced of Mr. W. Puan, the Chancery 
Registrar. We believe that the date of his appointment was in 
or about 1861, during Lord Wesrsury’s chancellorship. He 
is, it is understood, to be succeeded by Mr. Anruur Taxzep. 





Ovr READERS will find in another column a —— 
letter from Mr. F. K. Muxrox with regard to the “ Father” 
solicitors. We were in some dread lest he might have de- 
throned Mr. R. J. Exacerson, of Sandwich, whose coronation so 
recently occurred; but we are happy to say that he assents to 
the claim of that tleman; and as there is no higher 
authority on this subject than our esteemed correspondent, 
we may probably — Mr. Exowerson as securely installed. 





—2 2 found we a letter from an e —* 
correspondent objecting strongly to the practice—which, we 
believe, has been in force in the Central for a month or so 
—of requiring the names of witnesses to be inserted in 
subpoonas before they are issued. He says, with justice, that 
the change is likely to lead to great inconvenience, especially 
in assize cases. reason for the alteration, which we 
imagine is only tentative, must apparently bea financial one. 
A fee of 5s. is pe ble for every set of three names included in 
one writ, former practice was, where circumstances 
rendered Ape necessary, to issue the subpoena without requiring 
the insertion of the names of witnesses ; a note being in the 
rag of the writ limiting the number of witnesses according 

fee paid. Surely this was sufficient protection to the 
revenue. 





In tHE Court of Appeal on Monday last, in Nesbitt v. Parrett, 
an ingenious attempt was made to read an affidavit by a F 


man to the effect that he had not agreed — 
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verdict as pronounced by the foreman in court, and that when 
the foreman stated the amount of the damages, he (the jury- 


—_ was so staggered that he was physically unable to utter a 


single word, and was therefore unable to enter a protest at the 
time. The court, however, declined to admit the affidavit, thus 
making it clear once more that the verdict of the jury, as 

ro.ounced by the foreman in court, is conclusive, so far as the 
Jury are concerned, unless one or more of the jury at once 
protest against it. The danger of allowing individual jurors 
subsequently to bring forward allegations that the verdict was 
not the verdict of all the jury, would be grave indeed. 


Mr. Justice Bucxtzy, on Thursday in last week, recurred to 
the subject of the allegation that the company had assets avail- 
able for distribution in winding up, which, as we mentioned 
last week, he had held to be necessary in a winding-up petition. 
He said that “‘ petitions were presented by creditors for small 
amounts—such as £57—the company in such cases having pro- 
bably no assets. Persons having obtained judgment for a com- 
paratively small amount, sometimes presented petitions in order 
to make costs. The petitioner, if a creditor, would probably 
not have a very large knowledge of the assets of the company, 
but he must state some facts to shew that his petition was pre- 
sented with the bond fide purpose of realizing something out of 
which he expected to get payment. It had been contended that 
the ouus was upon the company to shew that there were no assets, 
by way of defence, but in cases in which his lordship might 
—— that the petition was presented with the object of 
making costs, the company probably would not appear. In 
every winding-up case he should look to see whether there 
were allegations that there was something to wind up—whether 
there was uncalled capital of a sufficiently substantial amount 
to make it worth while to get it in, or any assets in the shape 
of business, stock-in-trade, or book debts which would produce 
something. 





A sTRENvOUS, but unsuccessful, attempt was made last week 
to persuade Joyce, J., to rectify an oversight in the preparation 
of the articles of association of a company. The opinion 
expressed by the learned judge, that the a Division has 
no jurisdiction in equity to correct an error in such a document, 
illustrates the necessity of great care in revising a printer’s 
proof, and especially, where a printed form has been adapted, 
in seeing that the right copy is the one used for such collation. 
It appeared in this case of Zvans v. Chapman (reported elsewhere) 
that, in arranging for the reconstruction of a company, with 
provisions which, in order to comply with the requirements of 
section 4 of the Companies Act, 1900, included a provision that 
there should be no allotment ‘‘unless and until at least 
seven of the shares so offered” should have been 
subscribed, the articles of another company had been used 
as a draft, and, owing to a mistake made by the 
printer, the article in question contained the words “ per 
cent.” after the figure “7.” The error was not detected, 
and the articles retaining it were duly signed by the signatories. 
The mistake was only discovered after the articles had been 
registered and numerous applications for the shares had been 
received. That the mistake was common and clerical appeared 
not only from the prospectus, where the words ‘“‘seven of the 
shares” were correctly stated, but from the circumstances of the 
ease. No shares had been allotted, and no one could be injured 
by the correction, which was desired by all the signatories. But 
his —22 declined to consider that a motion for rectification 
by one of the signatories (to be treated by consent as the trial 
of the action in order to facilitate the business of the company) 
was the proper remedy for the mistake that had been made. 
It was argued, with some plausibility, that the articles signed by 
seven signatories formed an agreement between them, and as 
such were entitled to be included in the category of documents 
— of being rectified by the court. But Joyo, J., con- 
sidered them to be only a document with a statutory effect, to 
which the general jurisdiction did not apply. Section 50 of the 
Companies Act of 1862, provides the — for the correction 
of such a blunder by special resolution. The delay thus 
entailed may well cause inconvenience in such a case. 





Tue poruLar game of football has given rise to several 
criminal charges of manslaughter ; but, eo far as we know, the 
action tried this weekin the Middlesborough County Court is the 
first case in which personal injuries received whilst playing 
that game have been pleaded as the cause of action in civi 
proceedings for damages. There would seem to be considerable 
difference in the de necessary to convict a —_— of a 
criminal charge of assault whilst playing football, and that 
necessary to support an action for damages. In two reported 
cases judges have considered whether in a charge of man- 
slaughter it is material to prove that the established rules of 
the game were broken by the prisoner. In Reg. v. Bradshaw 
(14 Cox 83) Bramwe tt, B., said that no rules or practice of any 
game whatever can make that lawful which is unlawful by the 
law of the land, and the law of the land says you shall not do 
that which is likely to cause the death of another. No doubt 
it is equally forbidden by law to do that which is likely to cause 
serious injury to another. In Reg. v. Moore (14 T. L. R. 229) 
Hawkins, J., said that the rules of the game were quite 
immaterial, and it did not matter whether the prisoner broke 
the rules or not. No one had a right to use force which was 
likely to injure another. If, however, a person injured in a 
game brings an action for assault against the person who 
has injured him, it must, it is submitted, be material whether 
or not the defendant has broken the rules of the game. In this 
case the plaintiff has voluntarily run certain risks. He must be 
presumed to have known the rules of the game which he con- 
sented to play ; and, therefore, he clearly, by taking part in the 
game, expressed his willingness to submit to anything which 
under those rules he might be called upon to suffer. Tie maxim 
of the law is volenti non fit injuria, and a person suffers no 
wrong who is damaged by some act to which he has consented. 
If, however, the plaintiff can shew that the act by which he was 
damaged was not an act authorized by the rules of the 
game, then it clearly was not an act to which he gave his 
consent; and if the act amounted to an assault, then 
it is quite immaterial that it was committed in the course of a 
game in which the plaintiff was voluntarily taking a part, and 
the plaintiff has a right to recover in his action. In Christopher- 
son v. Bare (11 Q. B. 473), the facts of which are not very clear 
from the report, Parrzson, J., said that an assault must be an 
act done against the will of the party assaulted ; and, therefore, 
it cannot said that a party has been assaulted by his own 
permission. In football, and other games in which the players 
come in physical contact with one another, therefore, a player 
who strictly observes the rules is not liable to an action of 
assault at the suit of another player. If, however, he departs 
from the rules and hurts another, he is acting without the per- 
mission of that other, and is liable. 





THE UNCERTAINTIES and difficulties of the law as to gambling 
have provided a case of some interest and importance this week 
at the Westminster police-court. There were several summonses 
against the defendant, some charging her with — be lottery, 
the others with keeping and using her premises for the purpose 
of unlawful gaming being carried on thereon. The evidence 
shewed that the defendant had on her premises certain auto- 
matic machines. Unless a halfpenny was dropped into the slot 
of one of these machines it could not be operated. On puttin 
in the halfpenny, however, the machine could be manipula 
in such a manner that a packet of sweets might be won 
as a prize. A certain amount of skill was uired in 
order to win a prize, but chance was a very important 
element of success; and the magistrate found as a fact 
that the machines enabled persons, by combined skill 
and good fortune, to gain money or money’s worth, and also 
frequently to lose that money by ill fortune and insufficient skill. 
The question was whether on this finding of fact the defendant 
could be convicted upon either class of summons. Now, on the 
charge of keeping a lottery, all the cases seem to shew that 
where any appreciable amount of skill is n in order to 
win a prize, there is no lottery. Thus in Hall v. Cox (47 W. R. 
161 ; 1899, 1 Q. B. 198) it was held by the Court of Appeal that 
a competition, in which a prize was offered for a correct predic- 
tion of the numbers of bi and deaths in London in a certain 
week, was not a lottery. Olearly in this case there was 
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some small element of skill and judgment in choosing 


numbers which were somewhere near the average, but | pai 


chance was the main element. A. L. Surrs, L.J., said: “ This 
prize competition is not a lottery. The result, no doubt, 
depends largely on chance, but not entirely, and the cases shew 
that to constitute a lottery it must be a matter depending 
entirely upon chance.” The defendant, therefore, did not 
apparently keep a lottery, and the magistrate seems to have 
been right in dismissing the summons for that offence. Upon 
the other summons, however, he convicted, and, it is submitted, 
he was right again in his view of the law; though there is 
something perhaps to be said for the contrary opinion held by 
another magistrate. Both decisions are likely to be reviewed by the 
High Court. It seems clear that when the children risked their 
halfpennies on the chance of winning twopennyworth of sweets, 
they were gaming. In fact they were betting with the owner of 
the machines. It was not disputed that the defendant used her 
premises for this gaming. Therefore the question is reduced to 
this—was the gaming ‘‘ unlawful gaming” within the statute ? 
The well-known Park Club case, Jenks v. Turpin (13 Q. B. D. 
505) goes a long way towards answering this, and the judgment 
of Hawkins, J., is an elaborate exposition of the whole law on 
the subject. From this it appears that no es of mere skill 
are unlawful games, and that many games of skill and chance 
combined are lawful. Unlawful gaming, however, may take 
place even at lawful games. Gaming becomes unlaw- 
ful if it takes place in a common gaming-house— 
i¢., in a hovse habitually used or kept for the pur- 
pose of gaming; and all gaming in such a house, even at 
lawful games, is unlawful gaming. If this be acorrect view of 
the law, it does not seem to matter whether the playing with 
these automatic machines is an unlawful game or not. At any 
rate, it is most objectionable that children should be tempted to 
gamble in this way, and to acquire gambling habits. In 
illustration of the harm these machines Se an errand boy was 
charged at the same court with stealing money from his 
employer; and it appeared he had lost all the money in 
automatic machines trying to win sweets and cigarettes. There 
have been many other similar cases recently, and if these 
machines are unlawful, it is quite time the police stepped in and 
put an end to them. 





IN NOTICING on a previous occasion {ante p. 312) the provisions 
of the Government Bill toamend the Patent Act, 1883, we drew 
attention to the fact that under the Bill as it stands a patentee 
cannot, if the reasonable requirements of the public are being 
satisfied, be compelled to grant a compu licence on the 
ground that his patent is only being worked abroad, and we 
said that an objection might be raised to this in the interests of 
British trade. Such an objection has now been raised, and ina 
very direct manner. Shortly before Easter an influential depu- 
tation waited on Mr. Gzratp Barour, representing certain 
chambers of commerce, manufacturers, and trades unions, who 
urged that the Government Bill did not meet the requirements 
of the manufacturers or working classes of this country, ‘‘ inas- 
much as it did not subject foreigners to the same obligation of 
working their patents in this country that Englishmen are under 
to do abroad on pain of forfeiting their patents.” Mr. Gzratp 
Batrour had, earlier in the same day, received a deputation from 
the Chartered Institute of Patent Agents, who came to urge 
on him that the compulsory working of patents in this 
country should not be incorporated into the Bill, which, in 
their view, is the effect of clause 2 of the Bill as it stands. 
For reasons appearing in our previous remarks, we do not 
share this view. Mr. Gzratp Baxrovur, of course, pledged him- 
self to nothing ; but he was obviously more in sympathy with 
the second deputation than with the first, for he said that he 
would be prepared to go so far as to introduce words into the 
second clause of the Bull shewing clearly that the refusal of a 
foreign patentee to work his patent in this country should be 
among the grounds upon which an application for a compulsory 
licence would properly be made ; but he 


sted that it would | life with the company. 


They may have a great interest in matters relating to o 

tents, but matters ang the working of 

when obtained seem to us to more within the purview of 
the commercial community. Many commercial men ap 

would not be satisfied with making a failure to work a patent 
in England a ground for a com licence, but wish to 
adopt the continental plan of making a British patent void 
unless it is worked in this country. We do not, however, think 
that they will induce the Government to adopt their views, 
having regard especially to the fact that there isa growing 
feeling abroad against the principle of compulsory working, 
which has alreaty borne fruit. But we are afraid that the 
diversity of — at home on this question of omnes 
working will lead to the shipwreck of the Government Bill, 
which would be a misfortune. 





Taz case of Lawford v. Billericay Rural District Council, 
decided by Daruina, J., last week, was certainly a hard case. 
The plaintiff sued to recover remuneration for his services as 
engineer in connection with a sewerage scheme promoted by the 
defendant council. He had been verbally instructed by the 
council to perform these services, and it was admitted that they 
had been duly performed. The council, nevertheless, declined 
to pay the remuneration, and set up the defence that there was 
no agreement with the plaintiff under their seal. As to urban 
authorities, a sealed contract is expressly required by section 
174 of the Public Health Act, 1875, where the amount or 
value to which the contract relates exceeds fifty pounds, and 
under this section it has been clearly decided, both by the Court 
of Appeal and by the House of Lords, that where there is no 
such contract the person employed cannot recover even in a case 
where his part of the agreement has been fulfilled: see Hunt 
v. Wimbledon Local Board (27 W. R. 128); Young v. Mayor, &., 


not apply to contracts made by a rural ority ; the defence, 
therefore, rested upon the rule that “the proper legal mode of 
authenticating the act of a corporation is by means of its seal,” 
and that “primd facie for general aug pee a corporation can 
only contract under seal”: see } dk rd Oorermer, 0.J., 
in Austin v. Guardians of Bethnal (22 W. R. 406). This 
rule has been clearly recognized in later cases; but certain 
exceptions have been grafted on to it, the principle underlying 
the exceptions being that wherever to hold the rule applicable 
would occasion very great inconvenience or tend to defeat 
the very object for which the corporation was created, the 
exception has prevailed : see Church v. Imperial Gas Light Co. (6 
A. & E., at p. 861), approved by the Oourt of Exchequer in 
Mayor of Ludlow v. Chariton (6 M. & W., at p. 822). As 
instances in which the exception ought to prevail, there have 
been suggested the engagement of an inferior servant or the 
doing of uently recurring or insignificant acts; again, 
in the case of Nicholson v. Bradfield Union (13 W. R. 731) a 
coal merchant was held entitled to recover the price of coals 
supplied to a workhouse under a 1 contract. In the recent 
ease before Dantine, J., the contract with the plaintiff related 
to a matter (the sewerage of their district) which was clearly 
within the powers and duties of the defendant council, but it was 
not a matter which was essential to their existence, nor was 
it a trivial or frequently recurring matter, and the learned 
judge was constrained by the authorities to give judgment for 
the defendants. 





We wap occasion in August last (45 Soxicrrors’ Jovrwat, 
716) to comment upon the up case of McDowell v. The 
London and Edinburgh Insurance Co., decided by one of the 
Divisional Courts of the King’s Bench Division. It was an 
action to recover back the amount of premiums paid by the 
laintiff in respect of a policy effected by him on the life of one 
Loop. The plaintiff's case was that Rupp, an agent of the 
defendant company, s that he should insure Fioop’s 
he plaintiff that he told Rupp 


be better for those interested in the subject to come to an | that he had no right to insure Froon’s life, but that Rupp said, 


agreement on the point. Why the Chartered Institute are 
ing themselves so much in the matter it is 


rather diffi- duced form of will by Froop in 


“T will make it all right, I will a will,” and that he pro- 


vour of the iff which 





cult to see, as it is one which is rather outside their domain. | Fioop signed, but which was never attested. 


he policy was 


of Leamington (8 App. Cas. 517). This section, however, does 
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thereupon effected, and the plaintiff paid premiums for some 
years, but having then discovered that he had no insurable 
interest, brought this action to recover them back. The 
Divisional Court gave judgment against the plaintiff on the 
ground that all matters of fact were in the common knowledge 
of both ies, and that Rupp’s statement amounted at 
the most to a misrepresentation of the law. In commenting 
upon the decision, we said: “If a case should arise in 
which a company, after inquiring at their office as to whether 
there was a sufficient interest, were, upon due consideration and 
with full knowledge of the facts, to inform the proposer that 
there was nothing to render the insurance invalid, it would seem 
strange that they should, after receiving the premiums for some 
years, be at liberty to disclaim all liability on the policy on the 
ground that there was no insurable interest.” This opinion 
seems to us to be strongly supported by the case of the British 
Workman's and General Assurance Co. v. Cunliffe, decided by the 
Court of Appeal on the 9th of April. Here, also, the claim was 
for the return of premiums which had been paid by the 
respondent in respect of a policy on the life of Hampson, his 
brother-in-law. The policy was effected through one Brissy, 
formerly an agent of the appellant company, and it had been 
effected on a life in which the respondent had no insurable 
interest. It also appeared that Brissy knew that the respondent 
had no insurable interest, and that before the policy was effected 
he informed the respondent that the policy 2 boall right,ꝰ 
and that the money would be paid on the death of the assured. The 
respondent effected ‘the insurance relying on the statement that 
the policy would be all right, but having been afterwards advised 
that he had no insurable interest, he claimed the return of the 
premiums. 





THE DEFENCE of the company seems to have been, first, 
that, as the respondent had no interest in the life of his 
brother-in-law, the insurance, by virtue of the Life Assurance 
Act, 1774, was null and void and in the nature of a wager; 
secondly, that by the Gaming Act, 1892, s. 1, any promise, 
express or implied, to pay any person any sum of money paid by 
him under or in respect of any wagering contract is null and 
void, and no action can be brought to recover the money, and 
ac | referred to Howard vy. Refuge (54 L. T. 644), where MatHEw 
and A. L. Smiru, JJ., appear to have held that a son who had 
effected a policy on his father’s life in which he had no 
insurable interest, had merely made a wager and consequently 
could not recover back the premiums he had paid. The 
respondent’s case was, of course, that he had been induced 
by the misrepresentation of the company through their 
agent to pay them money in consideration of what he was 
assured was a valid security, and that the paper writing which 
he received was no security. The Divisional Court having 
decided in favour of the respondent, it was contended in the 
Court of —_— that the representation of Brissy was a repre- 
sentation of law, and that the money could not be recovered 

The court dismissed the appeal, Vavenan WILxiAMs, 
L.J.; saying that they could not draw the inference that Brssy 
meant to make a general statement of law, and made an 
inaccurate one. When he said that the policy was all right it 
was obvious that his meaning was that the respondent would 
be entitled to erforce payment of the money due under the 
policy, though he had no insurable interest. There could be 
no doubt that the company, having obtained payment of money 
on that statement, ought not to be allowed to retain it. Assuming 
the facts to be as found, we think this decision will give general 
satisfaction. However important it may be to maintain the 
distinction between a misrepresentation of fact and a misrepre- 
sentation of law, it must be remembered that the present pro- 
ceeding was, in substance, to obtain a rescission of a contract 
on the ground that there was a complete difference in substance 
between what was supposed to be taken and what was actually 
taken. It was, therefore, unnecessary to consider whether the 
secretary or the directors of the company were personally liable 
upon the statement as to the legal effect of the security. The 
simple question was whether the company could retain 
premiums which had been obtained by the improper conduct of 
their agent. 





W38EN NOTICE to quit has been given it frequently happens 
that upon the expiration of the notice the landlord does not 
require immediate possession, while the tenant on his side is 
glad to remain as long as possible. In thess circumstances, if 
the possession is allowed to remain unchanged, and especially if 
rent is ——— paid, it may be a question whether the 
notice has not been waived, so that the landlord, when at length 
he wishes to re-enter, finds himself met by an existing tenancy. 
In general, no doubt, the landlord waives the notice by accept- 
ing rent due for the occupation of the premises, even for a single 
day, provided it is rent due under the tenancy agreement (Keith, 
Prowse, é Co. v. National Telephone Co. (Limited), 42 W. R. 380; 
1894, 2 Ch. 147); but waiver is a question of fact, and there // 
seems to be no reason to attribute the same result to a payment / 
of rent which is not referable to the former tenancy. In the/ 
case of School Board for London v. Peters (Times, 14th inst.), 
before Riwrzy, J., recently, the school board had served notice 
to quit upon the defendant, who was tenant of certain land at a 
rent of £45 a year, payable quarterly. The notice expired on 
the 25th of December, 1900, and the defendant, who remained 
in possession, paid rent up to that date. In the following August 
the secretary to the school board wrote to the effect that it might 
be arranged for the defendant to be left in undisturbed posses- 
sion upon condition that she raised no objection to the rent for 
the year. She accordingly remained in possession, and in 
January last paid £45 for the year 1901. The school board 
then required possession, but it was contended that the notice to | 
quit had been waived, and that a new one was necessary. The 
case is perhaps not so clear as Whiteacre v. Symonds (10 East, 
13), where the tenant was told that he might remain unless the 
premises were sold. When they had been sold, he claimed 
still to continue in possession on the ground that there had 
been a waiver, but the court naturally refused to allow 
him thus to change the nature of the landlord’s per- 
mission. The landlord’s promise was only to suspend 
the exercise of his right under the notice to quit till the sale, 
and this he had done. In that case there was no paymeat 
of rent, and hence there was some ground for distinguishiag it 
from the present. The rent of £45, however, for the year after 
the expiration of the notice to quit, was not, as Riptey, J., 
pointed out, paid quarterly, as under the old tenancy, and it was 
not unnatural to treat it as a lump sum payable for the year’s | 
occupation while the notice to quit was ia suspense. He held, 
therefore, that the notice was not waived, and that the school / 
br on the expiration of the additional year, were entitled to 
enforce it, 





Wuerx 4 lessor or landlord brings an action to recover 
possession of premises under a power of re-entry for non- 
payment of rent, he is generally able to avail himself of the 
statutory provisions making a formal demand of the rent 
unnecessary where half a year’s rent is in arrear and there are 
not sufficient goods on the premises to satisfy a distress. But in 
Hoxley v. Hebbert, tried before PEIIIIMORE, J., on the 9th of 
April, there was a weekly tenancy and the written agreement 
gave a right of re-entry “if four weeks’ rent is unpaid for more 
than the space of seven days.” The plaintiff could not rely 
upon the statutory provision, as half a year’s rent was not in 
arrear at the commencement of the action, and it was contended 
that he was bound to prove a demand of the rent according to 
the strict rules of the common law. The learned judge held 
that the words of the agreement must be taken to dispense with 
this demand. This decision seems to us to go further than any 
reported case, as there were no words in the agreement saying 
that the landlord might proceed whether the rent had been 
demanded or not. The agreement did not in any way refer to a 
demand of the rent. 








Mr. Justice Darling, says the Globe, invited, with the other members of 
the Divisional Court, to declare that a certain course of action was — 
because it was necessary, replied, ‘‘ Necsssity knows no lav.“ Another 
legal wit had alreaty dhe the proverb to account. There was once a 
member of the North-Eastern Circuit, who, though very succcessful as an 


advocate in the criminal courts, was wont to boast that he knew no law. 
Sir Frank Lockwood dubbed him ‘* Necessity.’’ 
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ESTATE DUTY ON SETTLED PROPERTY. 


Tue Finance Act, 1894, s. 1, imposes estate duty on the 
property which passes on the death ofa person. Section 2 

contains definitions of property passing on death, and section 5 

(1) im a further estate duty, called settlement estate duty, 

on settled property (except where the only life interest after the 

death of the deceased is that of his or her wife or husband), which 
is not to be paid more than once during the settlement. Sub- 
section 2 of section 5 provides that, where estate duty has already 
been paid on any settled property since the date of the settlement, 
estate duty shall not be payable in respect thereof “ until the 
death of a person who was at the time of his death, or had been 
at any time during the continuance of the settlement, competent 
to dispose of the property.” Sub-section 3 provides that if the 
interest of any person claiming under the settlement fails or 
determines by reason of his death before it becomes an interest 
in possession, and subsequent limitations under the settlement 
continue to subsist, the property shall not be deemed to pass 
on his death. 

The construction of. the words in sub-section 2 “until the 
death of a person, &c.,”’ is full of difficulties. One of the highest 

authorities on the construction of the Act informs us that, in his 
opinion, the words mean that whenever that person dies, and 
whether he has parted with the property or not, duty is payable 
- his —** seg oh words, ee as soon as the —— takes 
effect the property becomes subject to a prospective charge of 
duty on the death of such person, and that paren 8 duty resembles 
succession duty in becoming a charge the instant that the 
property is settled. The answer to this view appears to be that 
estate duty is not payable except where property passes on 
death, “‘so that if on the death of the person who had been at 
any time during the continuance competent to dispose of such 

roperty,” the property does not pass, no duty will be payable, 

ut it will be payable on the occurrence of the next death where 
property passes. 

It will be remembered that where an estate includes an 
interest in expectancy, the duty in respect of it is to be paid, at 
the option of the person accountable, either on the death, in 
which case the property chargeable is valued as a reversion, or 
5 pees may be delayed till the property falls into possession. 

t is probable that the word “paid” in section 5 (2) means 
“actually paid,” so that if the person accountable for duty 
elects not to pay till the reversion falls in, the exemption con- 
ferred by that sub-section will not apply. 

We will discuss the incidence of estate duty on property com- 
prised in a settlement in which the limitations or trusts are to 
A. for life, with remainder to B. for life, with remainder to C. 
absolutely. There are six cases, depending on the order of the 
deaths of A. B, and C., to be considered : they may die in either 
of the orders following—A. B. O. A. O. B., B. A. C., B.C. A, 
C. A. B., and ©. B. A. 

We will also discuss the case in which either of A., B. and 
C. conveys his interest to D. for life, with remainder to E. 
absolutely. It will be remembered that in this case the 
original settlement and the conveyance form together a compound 
settlement. 

It A. conveys to D. for life, with remainder to E., D. becomes 
the first tenant for life under the compound settlement, and his 
estate may determine either by his own death or by the death of 
A., so that in this case duty will be payable on the death of 
whichever of A. or D. dies first. If the case falls within section 


resettles the property, pag the first life under the resettle- 
ment, as in this case duty be Is. goer on his death, as being 
a person who at one time was entitled to dispose of the property, 
and the question what duty will be payable on the deaths of 
remaindermen under the resettlement will be answered in-the 
same manner as if it was an original settlement. 


Casz 1.—Orpzr or Dearus A. B. O. 


No conveyance.-—Duty will be payable on the death of A., 
the first tenant for life, no duty will be payable on the death 
of * (see section 5), and duty will be payable on the death 
of O. 

Conveyance by A, to D. for life, with remainder to E.—Duty 
will be payable on the death of whichever of A. or D. dies 
first. No duty will be payable on the deaths of B. or E., but 
a be payable on the death of ©. If the case falls 
within sub-section 2 (1) (c), duty will not be payable on the 
death of A. if he dies after D., because, although the property 
passes at his death, exemption from duty is given by section 
5 (2). 

Conveyance by B. to D. for life, remainder to E.—Duty will be 
— on the deaths of A. and ©., but not on the deaths of 

. D. or E. If the case falls within section 2 (1) (¢), no 

duty will be payable on the death of B. for the reason given in 
the preceding case. 
Conveyance by C. to D. for life, remainder to E.—Duty will be 
payable on the death of E., whenever it happens. Duty will be 
payable on the death of A. if he dies before E. No other duty 
ill be payable unless D. dies next after O., in which case duty 
will be payable on the death of D. If, however, the case falls 
within section 2 (1 () duty will be payable on the death of 
O., but no duty wi payable on the death of D. 


Casz 2.—Orper or Deatus A. O, B. 


No oT: will be payable on the death of A. and 
on the death of O., but not on the death of B.: Attorney- 
General v. Doddington (1897, 2 Q. B. 373); Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue v. "Priestley (1901, A. O. 208). 
Conveyance by A. to D. for life, with remainder to E.—Duty will 
be payable on the death of whichever of A. or D. dies first. No 
duty will be payable on the deaths of B. or E. Daty will be 
yable on the death of O. No additional duty will be payable 
if the case falls within section 2 (1) (c). 
Conveyance by B. to D. for life, with remainder to E.—Duty will 
be payable on the deaths of A. and C., but not on the deaths of 
B., D. or E. No additional duty will be payable if the case falls 
within section 2 (1) (c). 

Conveyance by C. to D. for uife, with remainder to E.—Duty will 
be payable on the death of E. whenever it happens. Daty will 
be payable on the death of A. if he dies before E. No other 
duty will be payable unless D. dies next after C., in which case 
duty will be payable on the death of D. If, however, the case 
falls within section 2 (1) (c), duty will be payable on the death 
of C., but no duty will be payable on the death of D. 


Casz 3.—Onper or Dezartus B. A. O. 


No conveyance.—Duty will be payable on the deaths of A. 
and 0. No duty will be payable on the death of B., as the 
limitation to him never takes effect. 

Conveyance by A. to D. for life, with remainder to E.—Duty will 
be payable on the death of whichever of A. or D. dies first. No 


(1) (c) duty will not be payable on the death of A. if he dies | duty will be ** on the death of B. or. E. Duty will also 


2 
after D., because, although the property passes at the death of 
A., exemption from duty is —— section 5, 

If C. conveys to D. for life, with remainder to E., duty will 
be payable on the death of E, whenever it happens, as on his 
on who at one time could 


ment. AsO. isa pose of the 


be payable on the death of O. No additional duty will be pay- 
able if the case falls within section 2 (1) (c). 
Conveyance by B. to D. for life, with remainder to Z.—The limita- 


tions to D. and E. never take effect. Daties will be payable on 
death no further limitations exist under the — settle- | the death of A. and O. 


Conveyance by C. to D. for life, with remainder to E.—Duty 


property, duty will also be payable on the death of the n | will be payable on the death of E. whenever it ha . *— 

g under the compound settlement who dies next after C., will be payable on the death of A. if he dies E. No 

unless the case falls within section 2 (1) (¢), in which case duty | other duty will be payable unless D. dies next ay as in * 
case 


will be 


yable on the death of O., but not on the death of the| case duty will be on the death of D. 
YAN duty will 


a 


uty be payable on the of O. 





person dying next after him. within section 2 ( 
It is unnecessary to discuss the common ease in which 0, } 





but no duty will be payable on the death of D. 
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Case 4.—OrpeEr or Deatus B. C. A. 


No conveyance.—Duty will be payable on the death of C. only : 
Attorney-General v. Doddington (1897, 2 Q. B. 3878); Com- 
missioners of Inland Revenue v. Priestley (1901, A. C. 208). 

Conveyance by A. to D. for life, with remainder to E.—If D. 
dies before C. duty will be payable on his death, but not other- 
wise. Duty will also be payable on the death of C. No other 
duties will be payable. And it will make no difference if the 
case falls within section 2 (1) (c). 

Conveyance by B. to D. for life, with remainder to E.—Here, as 
B. dies before A., the limitations to D. and E. never take effect, 
and duty will be payable on the death of C. only. 

Conveyance by C. to D. for life, with remainder to E.— Duty will 
be payable on the death of E, whenever it happens. If E. does 
not die next after C. it will also be payable on the death of A. 
or D., who dies next after OC. If the case falls within section 
2 (1) (c), duty will be payable on the death of C., but not on the 
death of A. 

Casz 5,—Orper or Dzartus O. A. B. 


No conveyance.—Duty will be payable on the death of O. only : 
Attorney-General v. Doddington ; Commissioners of Inland Revenue 
v. Priestley (ubi supra). 

Conveyance by Li to D. for life, with remainder to E.—If D. dies 
before C., duty will be payable on his death, but not otherwise. 
Duty will be payable on the death of C. No other duties will 
be payable. And it will make no difference if the case falls 
within section 2 (1) (c). 

Conveyance by B. to D. for life, with remainder to F.—Duty will 
be payable on the death of C. No other duties will be payable, 
and it will make no difference if the case falls within section 2 

1) (¢). 
( Conveyance by C to D. for life, with remainder to E.—Here duty 
will be payable on the death of E. whenever it happens. Duty 
will be payable on the death of A. unless E. survives C. and dies 
before A. If the case falls within section 2 (1) (c), duty will be 
payable on the death of C., but not of A. 


Casz 6.—Orper or Deatus C. B. A, 


No conveyance.—Duty will be payable on the death of C. No 
other duty will be payable. 

Conveyance by A. to D. for life, with remainder to E —It D. dies 
before C., duty will be payable on D.’s death, but not otherwise. 
Duty will be payable on the death of C., but no duties will be 
payable on the deaths of A, B. or E. It will make no difference 
if the case falls within section 2 (1) (c). 

Conveyance by B. to D. for life, with remainder to E.—Here the 
limitation to B., and therefore the limitations to D. and E., 
never take effect, and duty is only payable on the death of O. 

Conveyance by C. to D. for life, with remainder to E.—Duty will 
be payable on the death of E. whenever it happens. If E. does 
not die next after C., duty will be payable on the death of A. 
If the case falls within section 2 (1) (c), duty will be payable on 
the death of C., but not of A. 








PRESCRIPTIVE RIGHT TO LIGHT. 


Tue recent decisions of the Court of Appeal in Warren y. Brown 
(50 W. R. 97; 1902, 1 K. B. 15) and Home and Colonial Stores 
_- (Limited) v. Colls (50 W. R. 227 ; 1902, 1 Oh, 302) have put an 
* , end to the distinction between the acquisition of a right to light 
| for ordinary and for extraordinary purposes which some of the 
cases seemed to establish, and have placed the whole subject of 
the extent of an easement of light acquired by prescription upon 
a surer basis. By section 3 of the Prescription Act, 1833, it is 
rovided that ‘‘ when the access and use of light to and for any 
welling-house, workshop, or other building shall have been 
actually enjoyed therewith for the full period of twenty years 
without interruption, the right thereto shall be deemed absolute 
and indefeasible,” unless it has been enjoyed under an agreement 
in writing. This enactment materially differs from the correspond- 
ing provision of section 2 with regard to the acquisition of other 
easements by prescription. When a right of way or of water 
has been enjoyed ‘‘ by any person claiming right thereto” with- 
out pens ag for twenty years, it is not to be defeated by 
shewing only that it was enjoyed at some time prior to the 





twenty years, but it may be defeated by any other means by 
which such an easement could have been defeated prior to 1833, 
by shewing, for instance, that the grant, upon the presumption 
of which the easement was founded, could ygt have been made; 
and it is only after the full period of forty Years that it is to be 
deemed absolute and indefeasible. In consequence of the form 
of section 3 it has been said that the right to an ancient light is 
now “ matter juris positivi, and does not require, and therefore 
ought not to be rested on, any presumption of a grant or fiction 
of a licence having been obtained from the adjoining pro- 

rietor”: per Lord Westsury, C., in Zapling v. Jones (11 

. L.C., p. 804). 

And as the right to light was, under the statute, thus 
indefeasibly acquired by twenty years’ enjoyment, it was 
perhaps not an unnatural assumption that the extent of the 
easement was only to be limited by the amount of light actually 
coming to the window through the = of ———— 
“The general rule,” says a writer entitled to weight upon the 
subject, ‘“‘ which may be deduced from the reported cases seems 
to be, that a prescriptive right to light is a right to that 
amount of light which has been accustomed to enter a window 
during the whole of the prescriptive period, irrespectively of 
the ia ppm for which it may have been actually used” 
a on Easements, 5th ed. p. 365). “The right con- 

erred or recognized by the statute,” said Lord Cranworrs, C., in 
Yates v. Jack (14 W. R. 618, 1 Oh. 295), “is an absolute and in- 
defeasible right to the enjoyment of the light without reference 
to the purpose for which it has been used ; and therefore, even if 
the evidence satisfied me, which it does not, that for the purpose 
of their present business a strong light is not necessary, and that 
the plaintiffs will still have sufficient light remaining ”—/.¢., for 
the pu of sampling—‘‘ I should not think that the defend- 
ant had established his defence unless he had shewn that for 
whatever purpose the plaintiffs might wish to employ the light 
there would be no material interference with it.” And shortly 
afterwards Lord Oxetmsrorp, C., approved this opinion in 
Caleraft v. Thompson (15 W. R. 387), adding: “The right 
which is gradually ripening—and which after twenty years’ 
enjoyment is absolutely acquired—is the right to have the light 


‘freely admitted to the house through an aperture of certain 


dimensions. The particular use to which the house is applied 
during the period in which the right is thus growing never 
enters at all into consideration. When the full statutory time 
has been accomplished, the measure of the right is exactly that 
(neither more nor less) which has been uniformly enjoyed 
previously.” 

It was seen, however, that to give the owner of the dominant 
tenement an absolute right to the whole of the light which had 
entered the window during the period of prescription was to go 
beyond the necessity of the case, and to impose an undue burden 
on the servient tenement, and the doctrine which seems to be 
suggested by the above cases was denied in elk v. Pearson (19 
W. R. 665, 6 Ch. 811). ‘On the part of the plaintiff,” said 
James, L.J., in that case, ‘‘it was argued before us that this was 
an absolute right—that now, under the statute 2 & 3 Will. 4, c. 71, 
he had an absolute and indefeasable right by way of property 
to the whole amount of light and air which came through the 
windows into his house. Now I am of opinion that the statute 
has in no degree whatever altered the pre-existing law as to the 
nature and extent of this right. The nature and extent of the 
right before that statute was to have that amount of light 
through the windows of a house which was sufficient, according 
to the ordinary notions of mankind, for the comfortable use and 
enjoyment of that house as a dwelling-house, if it were a 
dwelling-house, or for the beneficial use and occupation of the 
house, if it were a warehouse, a shop, or other place of 
business. That was the extent of the easement—a right to 
prevent your neighbour from building upon his land so as 
to obstruct the access of sufficient light and air, to such 
an extent as to render the house substantially less comfozt- 
able and enjoyable.” This was really a return to the 
rule laid down 4 Best, O.J., in Back v. Stacey (2 0. & P. 
465), when, in ing the jury, he said: “In order to 
give a right of action . . . there must be a substantial 


privation of light, sufficient to render the occupation of 
—— — and to prevent the plaintiff carrying — 


the house 
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on his accustomed business (that of a grocer) on the premises as 
beneficially as he had tee done.” rhs ths dominant 
tenement is not entitled to the entire amouat of light which has 
entered the windows, nor is it correct to say that no regard is 
paid to the use to which the premises are put. It is in practice 
only by having regard to their use that it is possible to say 
whether the enjoyment of them has been substantially interfered 
with. The view expressed in Kelk v. Pearson was endorsed by 
the Court of Appeal in City of London Brewery Oo. v. Tonnant 
(22 W. R. 172, 9 Ch. 212), “I wish to express,” said Lord 
SzLnorng, C., in the latter case, ‘‘ my complete adherence to the 
view of the law taken in the case of Kelkv. Pearson, correcting 
some impressions which might have arisen from the language 
used in former cases by some learned judges.” 

But as soon as reference was made to the actual manner in 
which the light had been enjoyed, it became possible to draw a 
distinction between the use of the light for ordinary and for 
extraordinary purposes, and in Lanfranchi v. Mackenzie (15 
W. R. 614, 4 Eq. 421), and again in Dickinson v. Harbottle 
(28 L. T. 186) Matins, V.C., held that user of premises for 
purposes requiring an extraordinary amount of light did not 
give a right to that light if the user had not been continued 
for twenty years; with the apparent result that had the user 
existed for that period the right would have been established. 
The distinction was the basis of the judgment of -Waicur, J., 
in Warren vy. Brown (49 W. R. 206; 1900, 2 Q. B. 722), where 
also there had been a user of light for twenty years, but 
for the purpose: requiring an extraordinary amount only 
for a shorter period. He held upon the authorities that 
the plaintiffs, having an abundance of light left for all ordinary 
purposes of inhabitancy or business, were not entitled to relief 
on the ground that their extraordinary use had been interfered 
with, notwithstanding that they had suffered substantial 
damage—damage which the learned judge assessed as to the 
tenant at £100 and as to the reversioners at £200. 

_ The decision of Waicut, J., in Warren v. Brown was reversed 
in the Oourt of Appeal (supra), and it was decided that the 
distinction between the acquisition of a right to light for 
ordinary and for extraordinary purposes was ill-founded. The 
extent to which a right to light is acquired depends on 
“the ordinary uses, by way of habitation or business, 
to which the house has been put or might reasonably be 
supposed to be capable of being put.” In this passage from 
the judgment of the court delivered by Romer, L.J., the word 
‘‘ ordinary,” indeed, occurs, but it is not meant to perpetuate 
the distiaction which we have been describing. It includes, 
as the remainder of the judgment shews, the special purposes 
of a particular business for which the premises are reasonably 
suited, and if at the time when the obstruction occurs the 
premises are being used for such special purposes, or if those are 
purposes for which they may probably be required (see Aynsley 
v. Gover, 23 W. R. 147, 459, 18 Eq. 544, 10 Oh. 283), then such 
purposes are the measure of the right of light, and if 
substantial damage has been caused, thore is a right of action. 
It is no reply that after the obstruction the premises are 
still sufficiently lighted for pu other than the special 

urposes of the business which is being carried on. It is in this 

usiness that the plaintiff suffers loss, and in respect of the 
loss he is entitled to his remedy by injunction or es. The 
same doctrine was laid down in Home and Colonial Stores v. Colls 
(supra). To found the right to the remedy there must be sub- 
stantial interference with ancient lights, and real damage must 
result. ‘‘But,” said Cozens-Harpy, LJ., in delivering the 
judgment of the Court of Appeal, “there may be real damage 
to the owner or occupier of a building used for particular pur- 
poses, or reasonably adapted to particular purposes, although 
there would be no real damage if the building were not used or 
reasonably adapted to such purposes.” The test, therefore, 
depends on the actual interference with the beneficial enjoy- 
went of light, without regard to the distinction whether the 
purposes for which it is required are ordinary or extraordinary, 


provided only oe are purposes to which the premises are 





reasonably adap ed. 








Tt was announced on Tuesday that the House of Lords would not sit 
during the present week to hear appeals. 





REVIEWS. 
STONES JUSTICES’ MANUAL. 


Srone’s Justices’ MANUAL: BEING THE YEARLY JUvuSTIEs’ 
PracTicE FOR 1902. A GuUIDE To THE ORDINARY DUTIES OF 
A JUSTICE oF THE PEACE. Wirn TABLE oF STATUTES, TABLE 
oF OasEs, APPENDIX OF FoRMS, AND TABLE OF PUNISHMENTS. 
Edited from 1896 to 1901 by the late Gzorcz B. Kennett, Esq. 
Tuirty-FourtH Eprrion. Edited J. R, Rosxrrs, Eeq,, 
Solicitor, Clerk to the Justices and to the Visiting Committee of 
xy 4 Prison, Newcastle-on-Tyne. Shaw & Sons; Butterworth 


Each year as a fresh edition of this invalusble work has made its 
——— it has been more and more difficult to say anything new 
about it, save to notice the new matter which the latest | tion and 
the latest decisions of the courts have rendered necessary. This 
year, unhappily, on opening the thirty-fourth edition, we are 
at once struck with the fact the gentleman who for twenty-five 
years so ably edited the work bas been removed by death. As stated 
in a publishers’ note, it must have been no easy task to select an 
editor to replace the late Mr. Kennett; but, as far as can be judged 
at present, they seem to have been successful in choosing a savcessor 
* will -—_ oes aa ——— * a done, 

e new edition wi e nothing by com: with any of its 
decessors. While a few of the have been re-written, all the 
best known characteristics of work have been retained. 
We notice that some cases sre cited which have been omitted 
from previous editions ; and this no doubt adds to the value of 
the work. All the recent decisions appear to be incorporated con- 
veniently and noticed correctly. Acts of Parliament of 
considerable importance to istrates have been since the 
last edition was published. Of these, the two to which the attention 
of magistrates has been most frequently directed are the Youthful 
Offenders Act, 1901, and the Intoxicatiog Liquors (Sale to Children) 
Act, 1901. A amount of revision has been made necessary by 
the codification of the.law in the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901— 
an Act which takes up as much room in the Statute Book as all the 
other Acts of 1 Edward VII. put together. All these Acts are dealt 
with in the new volume, in the manpver to which previous editions 
have made us accustomed. Ia short, those numerous practitioners 
who have in the past put their trust unhesitatingly in ‘‘ Stone” may 
rest content that they may continue to put the same trust in it uader 
its new editor. 





THE ENGLISH REPORTS. 


Tus Enciisu Reports, Vors. 15, 16, AND 17, Privy Covuncit, 
Vos. 4, 5, AND 6, CONTAINING MoorE P. C., Vous. 13 To 15; 
Moors P. C. N.8., Vors. 1 10 9. William Green & Sons, 
Ediaburgh ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

Theee books bring down the Privy Council cases to 1873, com- 
leting, as we imagine, the general series of Privy Council reports. 
ey are to be followed by three volumes containing all the cases ia 
the fourteen volumes of Moore’s Indian appeals. The last volume 


contains cases of interest and er including 
Mollwo, Marsh, & Co. v. The Court of Wards (9 Moo. N. 8. 214) and 
London Chartered Bank of Australia v. Lempriére (Ib. 426). We have 
WuiA cre cppeuiod to the Sapaity, end arpedliy aah tages te 
which are appended to , 5 y to 
decisions — of construction of documents, we have been glad to 
find that these notes are carefully considered, and cite only the really 
useful cases; and do not, as is too often the practice, give a string of 
decisions bearing more or less on the point. Nothiog is more 
annoying than to have to weed out such a list of decisions for the 

urpose of ascertaining the rule of constraction. We shall yo 
by the way, when the sombre invisible green livery of the 
Council series comes to an end; and we hope that the Chancery 
Appeal decisions, which, we suppose, will follow, will be clad in a 
more cheerful colour. It may be suggested that it would be con- 
venient to have the Obancery Appeai and Chancery cases bound in 
dark and light shades of the same colour. 





THE SOLICITOR’S CLERK. 


Tug Soxicrror’s CLERK. ParTIl. EmsBracinc MAGISTERIAL AND 
Crmumat Law, Licknsinc, BanKRUPTcy AccoUNTS, BooK-KEEP- 
InG, Trust Accounts, &c To WHICH I8 ADDED A GLOSSARY 
or Some LecaL Maxims, with THEIR PRonUNCIATIONS. By 
CHARLES Jones. THIRD Eprrion, REVISED AND ENLARGED. 
Effiugham Wilson. 

T.is small book is not intended for the use or instruction 
of the man who eT ab ag tpeen emg Day Boag ee 
paratively uninstructed We do not say 
could derive no benefit from a study of the work, 
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wight pick up some useful hints from the chapters dealing with 
—— i however, an intelligent clerk, who has had no CORRESPONDENCE, 

eat advanteges of education, really wishes to qualify himself to THE ALTERATION IN THE ISSUE OF SUBPCENAS. 


of value to his employer (and to earn a larger salary), he cannot 
do better than devote some of bis spare time to carefully reading 
this book. Probably his best course will be, not to read it straight 
through, but to read those parts which refer particularly to the 
business he has then in hand, so that his work may be illustrated 
and explained as he goes along. The book gives a short and accurate 
summary of the law relating to the matters named on the title-page, 
together with some useful practical rules and suggestions. As an 
example of the author's practical wisdom, we may quote his 
words of advice to the clerk about to take notes of evidence 
before conducting a case of assault: ‘In quarrels between 
women, do not let your notes run into a lot of side 
issues, but keep them as short as possible, giving merely sufficient of 
the causes to make the case clear.” There is one thing which strikes 
the reader as ratber remarkable about the book, and that is, that 
although thedate 1902 appears on thetitle-page, the author does not yet 
seem to have heard of the Criminal Evidence Act, 1898. On p. 40 we 
read, ‘‘ Asa general rule, a prisoner is not allowed to give evidence on 
his own bebalf.” — , too, he has not yet heard of the death 
of her late Majesty. In fact, although appearing under the date 
1902, the book was probably prep for the press about the year 
1896, Apart from this, however, there is little but good to say of a 
ae wagon | attempt to supply the solicitor’s clerk with a pocket 
antern to illuminate the dark places of his path. 


FOOD AND DRUGS, 


Foop AND Drucs. A MANvAL FoR Soxicrrors, Pustic ANALYSTS, 
INSPECTORS, TRADERS, AND OTHERS. BEING A CONSOLIDATION 
OF THE SALE OF Foop anp Drugs Act, 1875; SALE or Foop 
AND DruGs AcT AMENDMENT ACT, 1879; MARGARINE ACT, 1887; 
SALE or Foop anp Drugs Act, 1899. By CHARLES JAMES 
Hicainson, Barrister-at-Law. SEconD Epirion. Effingham 
Wilson. 

Several small handbooks have appeared relating to this important 
subject, but this differs from the others in its arrangement. It 
consolidates the four Acts in a way which makes it very easy to 
appreciate how each affects, or is affected by, the others. The notes 
are clear and accurate, and written very simply, and with a freedom 
from technicalities which will make the book especially welcome to 
non-professional readers. The book is brought well up to date, all 
the most recent decisions being noticed in their proper places. 
Traders will fiod the Introduction, which gives a summary and 
exposition of the alterations in the law made by the Act of 1899, 
very useful; and the Appendix not only contains the four Acts in 
extenso, but also the Orders of the Local Government Board and the 
Rules of the Board of Agriculture, 





BOOKS RECEIVED. 

The Factory and Workshop Act, 1901: Its General Effect and 
Parliamentary History, with Notes and other Information, in- 
cluding the Full Text of the Act. For the Guidance of Employers of 
Labour and Others. By C. WiLLovcHBY WILLIAMS, B.A., Barrister- 
at-Law, and CHARLES E. MuscGRave, Assistant Secretary to the 
London Chamber of Commerce. Effingham Wilson. 


Common Company Forms: being a Series of Practical Precedents 
Required in the Incorporating, Managing, and Voluntary Windin 
3 of Companies under the Companies Acts, 1862-1900, wi 

planatory Notes and Distinctions. By ANTHONY PULBKOOK, 
Solicitor. gham Wilson. 

American Law Review. March-April, 1902. Editors, SzyMour 
D. THompson, LEONARD A. JONES. Reeves & Turner, 


The Law Quarterly Review. Edited by Sir FREDERICK PoLLock, 
Bart,, D.C.L,,LLD. April, 1902. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 








The Judicial Committee of the Privy Council resumed their sittings 
after the Easter vacation on Tuesday. ‘heir first list of causes, says the 
Times, includes eleven appeals—namely, from Bengal three, New South 
Wales two, Madras Allahabad, Haidarabad, Jersey, Natal, and New 
Zealand one each. There are also eight j ee for delivery in appeals 
in which the arguments were heard before the vacation. 


Mr. Justice Grantham, says the Pall Mali Gazette, believes in variety of 
occupation. Within a week he devoted one day to the duties of a county 
trate by presiding at the East Sussex Quarter Sessions ; another day 
found him acting as judge at the Bar Point-to-Point Steeplechases, and 
since then he has been engaged in a three days’ murder trial at the Old 
Bailey. This is not a bad record for a judge who has been on the bench 
long enough to entitle him to retire on a pension. 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—The recent alteration in the practice as to the issue of 
subpoenas at the Central Office—namely, the official requirement that 
the names of witnesses be inserted in subpceaas before issue—will 
undoubtedly lead to a great deal of inconvenience, especially in cases 
for trial at the assizes, and it is difficult to see what benefit will be 
— from the alteration. Mawnacine CLERK. 

April 10. 

[See observations under ‘‘ Current Topics.” —Ep. S J.] 





THE LAND REGISTRY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.]} 

Sir,—Before completing a purchase of part of land, to which the 
vendor was regi upon the Land Registry with an absolute title, 
I applied on the 23rd of October, 1901, to the Map Department for a 
plan, and was advised to use the estate plan for the transfer. This 
was done, the purchase was completed, and the documents were 
lodged at the registry on the 25th of November, 1901, for the transfer 
to be completed. But the land certificate was not issued uatil the 
26th of March, 1902. 

The preparation of a plan of a plot of land which is less than one- 
tenth of an acre occupied the registry, and delayed the matter, from 


November to March. 
The purchase-money was £200, and the solicitor’s scale fee £1 1s., 


estimated, of course, on the assumption that transfers of absolute 
titles, which require no investigation, cause little trouble. 


JouN F. LONSDALE, 
5, Adam-street, Adelphi, W.C., April 11. 





THE “FATHER” OF THE PROFESSION. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ]} 

Sir,—In my letter in your issue of the 15th of February 
(written when a long way from oe with no opportunity of 
examining my notes) I suggested t Mr. Algernon Field, of 
Leamington, was one of the oldest, if not the oldest, practising 
solicitor, he being admitted in Trinity term, 1834. Your corre- 
spondent of the Ist of March pointed out that Mr. R. J. Emmerson, 
of Sandwich, was admitted in the previous Michaelmas term (1833), 
and on reference to my notes I certainly thiok that this tleman 
holds the first position in the provinces; at all events I have no 
antecedent record. 

I believe that I am right in saying that my revered friend (and ex- 

colleague on the Council), Mr. F. H. Janson, is now the oldest 
solicitor practising in the metropolis, he having been admitted in 
1835. 
Perhaps I may once more explain that the origin of my keeping up 
these notes lay ia the fact that nearly forty years ago I happened to 
come across a gentleman who was admitted early in 1795 and who 
took out his certificate as late as 1868! Irefert» Mr. James Birch, 
of Croydon. As far as I know, this is the longest consecutive period 
on record, 

At the present moment (as I have already pointed out in the 
Soxicrrors’ JOURNAL) the real father of the legal profession (taking 
both branches together) is Mr. F. C. Belfour, who was called to the 
bar in June, 1833. 

But there may still be somebody whose name has been withdrawn 
from the current Law List. There are, of course, a large number of 
solicitors not in active tice—in the full sense of the word—(like 
myself, for example), who, owing to association with trusts and the 
like, find it convenient to maintain a formal status by taking out 
certificates as of their places of residence, but one can quite conceive that 
there are men still living admitted before 1833, who neither have 
occasion nor desire to renew their certificates. It would be interesting 
to hear of any barrister or solicitor coming within the latter 
category. 
In these days of centenarians nothing is surprising. I think I stated 
ia your columns a few years ago that Mr. Mourilyan, then well over 
ninety years of age, who carried on business as a solicitor in Paris, 
was in constant attendance at his office there, where I saw him 
tripping pp a steep staircase with as much activity as a man in the 
prime of life. 

from the quoted instances) there are 


Let me just add that * 
at least five and twenty barristers or solicitors still living whose 


1 — have appeared in the Law List for upwards of sixty years ! 


wickenham, April 16. Francis K, Munton. 








The Easter law sittings in Ireland were this week, says the Dublin corre- 
spondent of the Times, formally opened. In the morning the Lord Chancellor 
held a /evée at his residence for members of the bar, and subsequently received 
in the central hall of the Four Courts the members of the judicial bench. 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
HOLLAND ». BENNETT. No.1. 14th April. 


Practice—Wrir—Service Our or Jurispicrion—“* Breacu or Oonrracr 
WITHIN JuRIspicTIon ’’—AcTion ror Wronorvut Dismissa.—Laxrrer or 
Dismissat Postrep Anrnoap—XI. 1 (gz). 


Appeal from an order of Bucknill, J., at chambers affirming an order of 
the master eetting aside the notice of the writ of summons and the service 
thereof on the defendant out of the jurisdiction. ‘The action was brought 
to recover damages for breach of contract and wrengful dismiseal. e 
plaintiff was in February, 1901, appointed by the defendant, who was a 
foreigner having a place of residence in France, but none in England, 
London correspondent of the European edition of the New York Herald at 
a weekly salary. On the 26th of October, 1901, the defendant wrote and 
yo at Naples a letter addressed to the plaintiff in England, and received 

y him there, giving him notice that he would terminate his em ent 
at the expiration of two weeks from that date. The tiff 
issued a writ claiming damages for breach of con’ and wrongfal die 
miseal, and being unable to serve it in Eagiend, he obtained leave to 
issue @ concurrent writ and to serve notice thereof on the defendant out 
of the jurisdiction, and he served the notice on the defendant at Nice. The 
defendant entered a conditional ap , and applied to set aside the 
notice of the writ and the service thereof. It was itted that the con- 
tract was one which ought to be performed within the jurisdiction, but it 
was contended that there was no breach thereof within the jurisdiction 
within the meaning of ord. 11, r. 1 (e), the breach having occurred when 
the letter was posted at Napies and not when it was ed in England. 
In support of this contention C; v. Thompson (L. R. 7 Q. B. 573), 
Matthews v. Alexander (Ir. R. 7 O. L. 575), and Hamilton v. Barr (18 
L. R. Ir. 297), were cited. The master upon this ground set aside the 
notice and the service thereof, and Bucknill, J., affirmed the order. The 
plaintiff appealed. 

—* Court (Vavonaxx Witiiams and Maruew, L.JJ.) dismiesed the 
appeal. 

aucHAN Wi.uams, L.J., said that, without in any way eaying that 
Cherry v. Thompson and the two Irish cases were wrongly decided, he would 
only eay that it was imporsible for them to arrive at any other conclusion 
than was arrived at in those cases. It was of great importance that the 
decisions should be uniform in regard to the practice in cases of this sort, 
and nothing had been suggested in argument to convince them that they 
ought to hold that those decisions were wrong. There was upon the above 
cases a complete breach of the contract at Naples, and the order of the 
learned judge was right. 

Maruew, L.J., concurred.—Oounse., Tindal Atkinson, K.C., and P. Rose 
Innes; J. EB. Bankes, K.0., and Norman Craig. Soxicrrors, Spencer, 
Cridland, § Co. ; Lewis ¢ Lewis. 

[Reported by W. F. Bannry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re SCHNADHORST, SANDKUHL v. SCHNADHORST. No. 1. 
14th and 15th April. 


Witit— Construction— Girt to a CLass—Girr Over on Deatu “ Leavine 
Issuz’’—Perniop or INDEFEASIBLE VESTING. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Joyce, J. (reported 1901, 2 Ch. 
338). By his wil dated the 30th of December, 1889, Francis Schnadhorst, 
after giving certain legacies, devised and bequeathed the residue of his 
real and personal estate to his trustees on trust for conversion and invest- 
ment, and after directing certain investments to be set aside for the 
benefit of his wife, children, and sisters, he directed his trustees to pay 
the income of the residue of the trust fund to his wife for life or widow- 
hood. The will then proceeded: ‘* And subject to the provision aforesaid 
upon trust after the decease or second marriage of my wife to ly the 
income of the trust fund in or towards the maintenance, education, 
or advancement of my children until the youngest who shall be 
living shall attain the age of msg or being a daughter 
thail attain that age or marry. ject to the trusts and 
powers hereinbefore contained I direct that the trust fund and 
the income thereof and all accumulations of income or so much 
thereof as ehall not have become vested or been applied uant 
to this my will, shall be held in trust for all my children who being 
a eon or eons shall attain the age of twenty-one years, or being a daughter 
or daughters shall attain that age or marry, to whom I give and bequeath 
my residuary real and mal estate in equal shares. I direct t if 
apy of my children s die leaving issue, tuch issue ehall take his or her 
deceased parent’s share equally as tenants in common.’’ The testator died 
on the 2nd of January, 1900, leaving him surviving his widow and three 
children (two sons and a daughter), of whom one son alone was 
an infant at the date of the dea son was 
married and had infant children, and the daughter was married. 
The executors and trustees having renounced probate and disclaimed the 
trusts of the will, administration with the will annexed was granted to the 
married son. The daughter and her husband took out this summons for 
the determination of the questions whether upon the true construction of 
the will the children who survived the testator and attained twenty-one or 
married took vested indefeasible interests in the residue subjecttothe widow’s 
interest, or only on surviving her, or only on dying without leaving issue. 
Joyce, J., held that children who survived the testator took vested inde- 
feasible interests only if and when they died without leaving issue ; and the 
daughter and her husband a; their appeal being supported by the 
married son. Counsel for the ts were not called upon. 


Tus —* (Coraaxs, M.R., and Srinuine and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 
e 


Cottins, M.R.—We have to see what on the fair grammatical construc- 
tion of his will the testator must be taken to have meant, according to the 
authorities by which the case is governed. Ithas been. contended for the 
appellant that ‘‘ die lea issue ’’ means die leaving issue under twenty- 
one ”’ or ‘in the lifetime of ——5 


21. In sup; of the first con’ Home v. (2 M K. 15) 
is relied on, but this case is distin, from that as r the 
Gagan, ly ee Ee ee was to two ladies if they should 
ati tw ters at twenty-one or marriage ; 


f enty- while here it is to 

and it wo dificult to eay that that cave, though not applying as 
sepals So Sneiie, eae thie'sons. Andin 0’ Mahony v. Burdett 
(23 W. R. 361, R. 7 H. L. 388) Lord Oairns said that Home v. Pillans 
was a case of an entirely different kind, since there there was no gift over, 
and no gift at all till the legatees attained twenty-one. In 0’ y Vv. 
Burdett the words were ‘‘ die ”* here they are ‘*‘ dieleaving 
issue’’ ; but this is immaterial. clearly lays that without 


some special words limiting the death in these cases means death 
at any time. Aga Py 4 — — boot It has boen 


pressed on us that such is to be found on the testator’s evident wish 
that the beneficiaries should take shares at some time or other ; but there 
is no direction to pay fund over at a particular time, and to hold 


the 
that the words “‘ to whom 


’ 
: 


ueath i. | residuary real and 
personal estate’’ amount to such a narrowing defining context, 
would be to put a very large constraction the words. ‘I'he appeal 


on 
fails. 
satisfied that the testator framed a 


STIRLING, LJ.—I agree. I am 
distribution of his property which is inconvenient to his children, and 
that if his attention had been called to the matter he would probably have 


done differently ; but we cannot ‘speculate as to this, and must construe 
the will acosniing fo Se — there is no context 
requiring a different meaning to given. In O'Mahony v. Burdett 
Lord Selborne pointed out two classes of cases in which such a context 
was found; the one, cases in which there is an express direction for dis- 
tribution, the other cases in which there is evidence of an intention that 
the legatee shall in some event take an absolute interest. It was urged 
that such a context could be found here in the fact that there is no express 
direction to continue paying the income after the youngest child attains 
twenty-one, and also that an absolute giftis contained in the words ‘‘ to whom 
I give and bequeath my residuary estate.” But I can find no indication of 
the testator’s intention that —* was to be a aaa at = —* — 
the widow or on the youngest child attaining twenty-one. e 
will points the other way, since the property is to be ‘‘ held in trust,’”’ and 
so remain in the of the trustees, and there are no directions for 
distribution when the trust for maintenance is come to anend. And the 
words, ‘‘I give and beq ”» do not amount to a direction for 
a division at any particular time; oor indicate that in any 

rticular event the legatees were to take absolute interests. 
[eo not think this case falls within either of Lord Selborne’s two classes. 
As to Home v. Pillans, Lord Cairns treated that as a case of alternative gift, 
and therefore it does not apply here. The testator must have contemplated 
that the daughter would survive him, and the clause must be treated in 
the same way as regards the other children, And I should have arrived 
at the same conclusion if all the children had been under twenty-one. 

Cozens-Harpy, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect.—OounszL, 
Younger, K,C., and Peterson; Micklem, K.O., and W. H. Cozens-Hardy ; 
Dibdin, K.C., and R. J. Parker. Soxscrrors, Swann, Green, § Co. ; Flux, 
Leadbitter, § Neighbour. 

[Reported by H. W. Law, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.} 


Re BETTY. Ex parte BETTY. No.1. 11th April. 


Bankruprcy—Unpgrenpep Action—Perition or Jupgment OReprror— 
Destorn Icnorant or Bankruptcy Procezpincs Uwine To AnsENCcE ON 
Active Sxrvice—Recervinc Onpsr—Grounps ror Rxcrssion. 


This was an appeal of A. T. H. K. Betty from a decision of Mr. 
using to rescind a receiving order made against him. 
The appellant was defendant, in February, 1900, in an action in the 


against him 

Shortly afterwards he enlisted in the Imperial Yeomanry, and left the 
country for South Africa on active service. After his departure the 
judgment creditor served a bankru; notice on him, and afterwards 
@ petition in bankruptcy, an er for substituted service baving 
been made. The debts amounted to about £1,900, of which about 


ition might be reheard. 
Perm Cover (Coxuins, M.R., and Srimiine and Oozens-Haxpy, L.JJ.) 
dismissed the 


CoLLrns, M.E—In this case it is ont ent Seo Se See 
j t was pr obtained, ’s solicitor though 
be apnea ne eae a not instruct counsel; and 





in the bankru proceedin —— ae 
Boe ye not in fact reach the debtor till 





| 


/ have been made for other sufficient reason. 
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January Jast, and he came in March to the registrar and asked for | 
recissicn of the receiving order on this gronnd. He bas not, however, been 
able to shew that he has paid the tioning creditor, and even if he 
could have shewn this it would have going a very little way towards 
fulfiiling the-conditions on which applications of this kind, affecting the 
right of others, should be granted—conditions which ought to be very rigor- 
ously enforced. The Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s. 7 (3), defines the ground on 
, which the court may dismiss a petition, and the debtor ought to be able 
to satisfy the court that he can pay his debts or that the order ought not to 
e appellant here does not 
shew any euch grounds, and it is evident that when he went to Africa he 
had many debts. We have no assurance that he can pay bis creditors in 
‘full, and if he can it can be done now under section 23, since the assets 
remain the same, though the trustee is in possession of them. It would 
~ most dangerous for us to intervene simply on statements such as 
ese. 
Srmune, L.J.—I . The court has power to rescind a receiving 
order, but Re Perkins (34 Soxicrrors’ Journat 349, 7 Mor. 78) shews that 
things have to be coneidered before it does so, inclading the question 
whether it would be forthe benefit of the creditors. They have come in 
& proved, and [I am not satisfied that rescission would be for their 
efit. 


Cozens-Harpy, L.J., concurred.—Counsri, Mackenzie and F. Cooper 
Willis ; Shearman; Carrington. Soxicrrors, Noon ¢ Clarke ; J. J. Solomon ; 
Collier § Collier. 

[Reported by H. W. Law, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. } 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re DUNN. BRINKLOW ». SINGLETON. Byrne, J. 10th April. 
Practice—Costs —ADMINISTRATION—INsoLventT Estare—Costs or Issus. 


This was a claim in an administration action. The deceased person was 
desirous of selling a public-house, and the person making the claim had 
1utroduced him to a purchaser, and now claimed payment of his com- 
imi-sion. ‘Lhe purchase had gone off and an issue was directed as to 
whether the sale hid gone off tnrough the default of the deceased person 
ur his representatives. The court held that the eal had gone off through 
the defauit of his personal representatives, and that the commission should 
be paid out of the estate. The estate was insolvent. The costs of the 
issue in full were asked for by the claimant. 

Byrnz, J., held that the claimant was entitled to be paid out of the 
estate the full costs of the issue.—Counsen, R. F. Norton, K.C, and 
Wheeler ; Levett, K.0., and Jason Smith. WSoxtcrrons, Roberts d& Wrightson ; 
Crawford § Chester. 

|Reported by J, Anruur Paice, Eeq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


EVANS v. CHAPMAN AND OTHERS, Joyce, J. 11th April. 


Oomrany—Erkor IN ARTICLES OF AfSOCIATION—RECTIFICATION—JURISDIC- 
TION OF THE QuuRT. 


Motion in an action by one of the signatories of the memorandum and 
articles of association of a company called Sul phides Reduction (New Process) 
(Limited) st the other signatories and the company, asking that 
articles might be rectified by striking out certain words which had been 
inserted by mistake in the printed memorandum and articles which had been 
signed by the signatories. On the 18th of February and the 7th of March, 
1902, special resolutions were passed and confirmed for reconstructing the 
company. The capital of the old company was £100,000. It was proposed 
that the capital of the uew company should be £112,500. Under the 
scheme of reconstruction 7,500 fully-paid shares were to be issued to the 
old company as vendors in payment of the purchase-money, and 
104,986 shares, credited with 16s. paid up thereon, were to be offered to the 
public for subscription by tender subject to a preferential right by the 
liquidators of the old company or their nominees to have 100,000 of theee 
shares allotted to them. In order to comply with section 4 of the 
Companies Act, 1900, the articles of association were drafted +o as to put 
seven shares as the minimum subscription on which the directors might 
proceed to allotment. On the 3rd of April a prospectus was iesued in which 
1t was stated that ‘‘ the minimum subscription on which the directors might 
proceed to allotment was seven shares of £1 each.“ Article 7, which dealt 
with this question, was drafted as follows : ‘‘ If the company shall offer any 
of its shares to the public for subscription (a) the directors shall not make 
any allotment thereof unless and until at least seven of the shares so 

ered shall have been subscribed, and the sums payable on application 
shall have been paid to and secured by the company.’’ In preparing the 
draft a printed form was used which ran as above, except that the figures 
and words ‘‘10 per cent.’’ were printed in place of the figure 7. The 
draftsman had struck out these figures and words and substituted the 
figure 7 in wiiting. When, however, the document was printed, the 
printer had again added the words ‘* per cent.”? which had been struck 
out, so that the sentence ran, ‘unless and until at least 7 per cent. of 
the shares so offered shall have been subscribed.”” When the proof came 
to be revised, the words ‘‘ per cent.’’ were again struck out, and the proof 
thus altered was produced at the meeting of the old company at which the 
scheme was approved. The proof as revised was not, however, sent back 


to the printers, and the articles were printed with the words ‘per cent.’ still 
55 and were thus signed by the signatories without it being noticed 

these words had been retained. No shares had been allotted. When 
leave to commence business had been made to the Registrar of Joint Stock 
Companies, the discrepancy between the prospectus and the articles of 
aseociation in this respect was pointed out by him, and he declined to | 
certify that the company was entitled to commence business. This motion , 





| the words * 





was accordingly taken out for leave to rectify the articles by striking out 

r cent.’ 

Joycg, J, waid that he did not see his way to make the order asked for. 
No doubt a blunder had been made in the articles, but that might be 
rectified under section 50 of the Companies Act, 1862, and that was the 
proper way of doing it. With reference to the jurisdiction to rectify such 
a document, there had only been a brief opportunity of looking into the 
law on the question. but from the materials before him, as at present 
advised, he thought that the general jurisdiction of the court to rectify 
instruments had no effect as s instruments of this kind, which had 
only a statutory effect. The application must therefore be refused.— 
Counse., Hughes, K.C., and Mark Romer ; F. Cassel. Soxicrrors, Cheaton § 
Sons 


‘ (Reported by C, W. Mean, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Probate, &c., Division. 


In the Goods of FREDERICK WHEELER (PRESUMED DECEASED). 
April. 
Propatr—Lrave To Swear Desatu. 


This was a motion for leave to swear the death of Frederick Wheeler 
under the following circumstances. Mr. Wheeler was one of the children 
of John and Anne Wheeler, and was born about the year 1828. In June, 
1862, being then in delicate health and a bachelor, Mr. Wheeler left this 
country for New York, and shortly afterwards a letter (which had since 
been lost) was received by his mother informing her of his arrival in that 
city. From that time no further communication had been received from 
him, and it was believed that he must have died shortly after his arrival 
in America. In November, 1893, adverticements been inserted in 
the New York Herald and New York World, but no reply to such advertise- 
ments had been received. His brother, Frank Wheeler, of Riverstone, 
Sydney, New South Wales, had sworn an affidavit deposing to his belief 
in the death of his brother. 

Baxnzs, J., gave leave to swear the death as having occurred in or since 
1862 —CounsgL, Paley Baildon. So.icrrons, Head § Hill. 

[Reported by Gwynne Hatt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


14th 





— 


—~ High Court—King’s Bench Division. 


/ 
NORTHERN EMPLOYERS’ ASSOCIATION v. KNIVETON. Div. Court. 
9th April. 

EmrLoyeR AND WorkMaN—WokkMEN’s Compensation Act, 1897 (60 & 61 
Vict. c. 37), s. 5—Practice—Ricut or APrEAat. 


This was an appeal from Judge Bradbury, sitting at the Bolton County 
Court, ordering the appellants to pay 14s. 9d. per week and arrears, being 
the amount which the respondent had been awarded as compensation 
from the Varcy Lever Coal Co , now in liquidation. The company were 
insured in the appellant company, who, under its articles of association, 
received contributions from tne various members, and in respect of non- 
fatal accidents were liable to the member only to the amount of his 
contribution. They were, however, insurers uf fatal accidents. In 
March, 1901, the Darcy Lever Oo. into difficulties, and haviog 
failed to pay a call made upon it under the articles of association ite 
membership determined. ‘The respondent thereupon commenced this action 
under section 5 of the Act of 1897, which provides that ‘‘ where any 
employer becomes liable under this Act to pay compensation in respect of 
any accident, and 1s entitled to any sum from insurers in respect of any 
accident, and is entitled to any sum trom insurersin respect of the amount 
due to a workman under sucu liability, then in the event of the employer 
becoming bankrupt or making a composition or arrangement with his 
creditors, or if the employer isa company, of the company having com- 
menced to be wound up, such workman shall have a first charge upon the 
sum aforesaid for the sum so aue. The appellants contended that the 
Darcy Lever Co. could not have recovered the amount from them, and 
that the respondent could not stand in a better position than they did. 
The pore sat took the preliminary point that no appeal lay. The Court 
of Appeal held in Leech v. Life and Health Insurance Association (49 W. RB. 
482: 1901, 2 K. B. 701) that no appeal to them lay in cases under 
section 5 of the Act, and as the Workmen’s Compensation Act was a 
complete code, no appeal lay under section 120 of the County Courts Act, 
1888. On the main point he contended that the company by virtue of its 
articles was still liable to the Darcy Lever Oo. in respect of acc:dent. 

Tue Court (Lord Atverstonz, C J., and Dagiine and Cuannztt, JJ.) 
allowed the appeal 

Lord ALvgerstonNs.—The Workmen’s Compensation Act was not intended 
to be a complete code of law and to provide for every care that might arise. 


The section provided for a statutory right of subrogation to the workman in 
certain cases. The court had, however, to be eatisticd that there was a sum 
due from the employer. It was quite plain on | at the articles that 


in respect of non-fatal accidents the com; was liable to the member 
only so far as his own contributions extended. The workman would not 
have any greater rights than the Darcy Lever Co., and as they had failed to 
comply with the conditions of membership his action also failed. On the 
preliminary point, Iam of opinion that 1t-comes under section 120 of the 
County, Courts Act, 1888. 

Danuinc and Cxannet, JJ , concurred.—Oovnse, Haldane, K.C., and 
Eve; Chester Jones. Sorscrrons, Roweliffes, Rawle, 4 Co., for Pearce ¢ Ellis, 
Wigan ; Chester § Co., for Fielding § Farnborough, Bolton. 

[Reported by C. G. Witsranan, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 
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LAW SOCIETIES. 
ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING OF. THE BAR. 


This meeting was held on Tuesday in the old dining-hall at Lincoln’s- 
inn. The Arrorney-Genzrav presided, and there was a large attendance, 
including the Solicitor-General, Sir E. Clarke, K.C., ont many other 
King’s Counsel. The annual statement of the General Council of the Bar 
was taken as read. 

The Arrorney-GeneRAL, in moving its adoption, said he had read the 
report and found it to contain a great deal of very interesting matter, 
sbewing that the Council had been engaged upon work of very great 
importance to the profession. They had prcvided some excellent means 
for conference between the members of the profession as to points of 
procedure and practice, with regard to which they desired to take the 
opinion of one another. One matter in which he took a great interest, and 
which was referred to in the report, related to having a library always 
available for the use of members of the Inns of Court. The correspondence 
which had taken place shewed that, practically speaking, provirion was 
already made for that want. 

The Soricrror-GenzraL, in ceconding the motion, said he thought no 
one could read the Council’s report without recognizing that they had 
been engaged in a great deal of useful work in the government of the 
profession. Oommunications had been received from the various bar 
associations almost all over the British Empire, and nothing could be more 
satisfactory to them than to know that bar councils in many of the distant 
colonies were now being framed upon the same lines as theirown. Each 
year that passed they could not fail to be impressed by the fact 
that the Bar Uouncil was more and more doing the work for which it was 
originally constituted—viz., that of practically having the government of 
the great profession of the bar in this country. A considerable amount 
of work had been done with regard to questions of professional conduct 
acd practice at the bar, and, so far as he could karn throughout the 
profession, not being brought very much in contact with it owing to 
existing regulations, the assistance of the Council had been ot great use. 
Personally, he wished that the obligations imposed upon the law officers 
were removed, which would bring him and the learned Attorney-General 
much more in contact with the bar, which he, and, he was sure, his 
learned friend would much prefer. 

Mr. Canant asked why no notice had been taken of the resolution passed 
at the genera! meeting last year in favour of making the Long Vacation 
begin on the lst of August and terminate on the 12th of October. He 
thought there was a general feeling among members of the bar that the 
1-t¢ ot August was a preferable date for the beginning of the vacation to 
the one now adopted. The bar was not, however, the only body to be 
considered inthe matter. The judges and officials of the courts, solicitors, 
and everybody connected with the iaw would have a voice in it. If after 
these had been consulted there was found any insuperable objection to the 
propored change, that might be some reason why the General Council 
should not take any steps in the matter. But as the annual meeting had 
twice pas:ed resolutions on the subject, he thought the Council might at 
least attempt to discover what were the views of the different parties con- 
nected with the administration of the law. He did not desire to move any 
amendment, but would leave the matter in the hands of the Council, in tne 
hope that they would take early action. 

Mr. Waxmincton, K. O., said it was a mistake to suppose that the matter 
—* been lost sight of. He asked Mr. Levett to explain what had been 

one. 

Mr. Levert, K C., explained that a sub-committee had been appointed 
to consider the suggestion, and they had held numerous meetings, and 
endeavoured to fellow the views of the persons concerned. In February last 
the following resolution was adopted by the Council: ‘‘ That it be referred 
to the Business and Procedure Committee to consider and report what 
steps should be taken to carry into effect the resolutions adopted at the 
annual meeting in 1901, making the Long Vacation commence on the 
lst of August and terminate on the 12th ot October.”’ Their report was 
in these terms: ‘‘In our opinion the best steps to take in the desired 
direction would be (1) to endeavour to obtain the support of the benchers 
of the four Inns of Court, and to invite them to pass resolutions in tavour 
of the proposal, and (2) to communicate with the Council of the 
Incorporated Law Society, with a view of obtaining their support to the 
said proposal. Assuming such resolutions to be passed, and such support 
obtained, the committee recommend that communications be addressed to 
the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief Justice, the Master of the Kolls, and 
the Law Officers of the Orown, exp: the wish of the bar that the 
proposal may be carried into effect, and requesting their assistance in 
making the proposed change.“ That report was arrived at atter a good 
deal of thought. The committee had to consider whether it was 
Wise to try and go to Parliament to endeavour to get an Order in 
Council, and whether it could be done without Parliament or an Order in 
Council ? it was not considered eafe to ask any of their friends to go 
to Parliament, and the only thing they could do was to get an Order in 
Council. hey were satistied that the best course to pursue was to get 
the general concurrence of the bar, the opinion of the judges, the 
Incorporated Law Society, and the Inns of Court, and then obtain an 
Order in Uouncil. 

Mr. Casané asked if the Incorporated Law Society had not already 
passed more than once resolutions in favour of the proposed change? If 
they had, he failed to see why the Inns of Court shoula be appealed to. 
if both branches of the profession were desirous of the change, surely the 
tume was ripe for approaching the proper quarter. 

Mr. F. Hixvz: What answer has been received from the Incorporated 
Law Society ? 





Mr. Levert, K.O, replied that there was no formal communication. 
They, as individuals, tried to glean the opinion of that —* The reason 
the matter was not alluded to in the Council’s was that the report 
of the sub-committee was only received last , too late to print. 

The motion for the adoption of the Council's report was then unani- 
mously agreed to. s ~ 

The vacancies upon the Council having been filled, 

Sir Epwarp OCiasxe, m proposing a vote of toanks to the Chairman, 
remarked that he had held the higb office to which he had been called 
with no diminution of the dignity and efficiency which marked its occupa- 
tion by Sir kk. Webster, now the Lord Chief Justive. Theunfortunate 
in South Africa had thrown both upon sir K. Finlay and the sSolicitor- 
General duties of exceptional difficulty and delicacy. Kvery day the news 
from the seat of war gave rise to many complex and difficult questions which 
the law officers were suddenly called upon to deal with and decide, otven with 
very little authority or precedent to guidethem. They had performed their 
duties with great ability, which was evidenced by the fact that the legal 
decisions to which they had promptly to come had never once been 
serious challenged, either as to their correctness or propriety in veiw of 
their relations with those with whom we had unhappily been at war. 
Both gentlemen were entitled to an expression of s)m and admiration 
from the bar for the way in which their > a had been tuifilled. 

The motion, having been seconded by Mr. WarmincTon, was 
with acclamation. 

The A1roxney-Genexat briefly acknowledged the vote of thanks. 





UNITED LAW SOCIETY. 


April 14.—Mr. C. H. Kirby being in the chair.—hr. P. B. Morle 
moved : ‘‘ That.it would be a public benefit to free the sale of intoxicating 
liquors from the restrictions now imposed thereon by luw.’’ Mr, vu. 
Willoughby Williams opposed. There also spoke; Messrs. O. Roins - 
Jackson, P. B. Walmsley, A. H. Richardson, W. Lee-Nash, H. J. Chamber- 
lain, W. 5. Glyn-Jones, and W. &. Singleton, and Mr. Morle replied. 
The motion was lost by three votes. 3 

At the annual ainner of the cociety, to be held on the 24th inst., at the 
Hotel Cecil, at 7 for 7.30, the Right Hon. Lord Ashbourne will preside, 
and will be supported by Mr. Justice Swinfen » his Honour J 
Lumley Smith, K.O., Mr. F. A. Inderwick, K.C., and Mr. B. F. 
Hawksley. © 


LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 


Law Srvpents’ Devarinc Socrery.—April 15.—Chairman, Mr. W. 
Valentine Hall.—The subject for debate was: “That the time has now 
arrived when the colonies should make some definite contribution towards 
the cost of the navy.”” Mr. Dods opened in the affirmative ; Mr, O. B. 
Hulton opened in the negative. Tae following members also 
Mesers. Kussell, Beaumont, Bishop, Richardson, Wild, Hair, Oroom- 
Johnson, Adams, Blake, and Seatou. ‘Lhe opener replied. ‘ne motion 
was lost by one vote. 














LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. Hexnerr Barry, barrister-at-law, bas been appointed a Judge of 
the High Court of Judicature at Bombay, in the place of Mr. EB. M. H. 
Falton, 

Mr. Wiuu1am Hensert Greaves, K. O. (Attorney-General), has been 
appointed Ohiet Judge of the Island of Barbadoes. 

Mr. Tuomas Howanp Detcuron, solicitor, of the firm of Timbrell & 


Deighton, of 44, King William-street, K.O., has been elected a Member of 
the Common Council of tae City of London fur the Ward of Bridge, m 


euccession to Mr. H. Squire, deceased. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 


DissoLUTIONs. 

Axruur Meviton BramaLy, Sronsy Wuirze, Geranp Sraniey Sanvexs, 
and Arrauk Epywarp Roxexts, a er White, & sauders, and 
later Bramall, White, Sanders, berts), 23, -street, Londun. 
Jan. 29, 1902. ‘he eaid Arthur Mellor Bramall, Sidney White, and 
Arthur #dward Roberts wili continue to carry on business under the styie 


of Bramall, White, & Roberts. (Gazette, April 15. 


GENERAL, 


The adjourned mee’ of the Society of Chairmen and Depaty-Chair- 
men of Gunster — was held on Tuesday at the Guilauali, West- 
minster, Viscount Uross (president of the society) in the chair. The society 
considered the Government Licensing Bill and discussed other matters 
affecting quarter sessions. 


The Officers and Olerks Committee of the © selected 


Corporation 
candidates from the applicants for the office ot Town Olerk of the 
the Vorporation at a future 


for the ultimate choice of one of them by 

There were thirty candidates, and the tive selected are Mr. Belt 
clerk of Leicester, Mr. Kilis, cown clerk of Plymouib, Mr. W. G. 
Mr. Hunt, town clerk of Westmimster, aud Mr. Leete, town clerk 


Kensington. 


ilas 
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Four millions, says a writer in the St. James’s Gazette, to the 
administration of Jaw and justice. More than two millions of this, it isa 


melancholy thing to say, is spent in Ireland. The Royal Irish 
Constabulary accounts for £1,369,000, the Dublin police for £94,000, the Land 
Commission for £133,000, the Irish prisons for £113,000, reformatory schools 
for £109,000, and the various courts for about £200,000 more. Prisoners 
in ‘‘ England and the Colonies’’ account for £660,000, and reformatory 
schools about a quarter of a million. The Law Courte—the ‘‘ Supreme 
Court of Judicature’’—stand in the national accounts for £320,000, the 
county courts for £41.000, and the legal expenses of the State run up to 
something like £20,000 a year. 

On Wednesday the case of Attorney-General v. Gas Light and Coke Co. 
was tried before Mr. Justice Ridley and a special jury. It was an 
information by the Attorney-General for penalties, sta to amount to 
£29,853, against the company for neglecting to deliver to the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue a statement of the increase of the 
amount of nominal share capital of the defendant company effected under 
the Gas Light and Coke Company’s (Capital and Consolidation) Act, 1898, 
in accordance with the provisions of section 113 of the Stamp Act, 1891 
(54 & 55 Vict. c. 39). The jury found a verdict for the Crown for the 
amount of penalties claimed, and judgment was entered accordingly, the 
Attorney-General undertaking not to enforce the judgment if duty was 
paid with interest at the rate of 5 per cent. 


According to a telegram to the Zimes from Pretoria, a Government 
Gazette has been issued providing for the establishment of a High Court 
of the Transvaal, to be opened on the 8th of May, and a Pretoria and 
Witwatersrand District Court, or superior court for Johannesburg, to be 
opened on the 20th of May. The eame jurisdiction and powers are 
assigned to the District Courts as to the High Court, except as regards 
appeals, the reviewing of the proceedings of inferior courts, and pr ings 
in insolvency. The regulations concerning the admission of advocates 
and attorneys to practise in the courte, while saf ing the prestige of 
the Transvaal bar, provide an opening for members of the profession in all 
the British Colonies and the late South African Republic. The two 
branches of the profession are, however, kept distinct. It is enacted that 
the proceedings of the courts areto be conducted in the English language, 
and that Roman-Dutch law, except so far as modified by legislative enact- 
ments, shall be the law of the colony. The following appointments are 
announced in the Gazetie : President of the High Court, Sir J. Kose Innes; 
Puisne Judges, Mr. W. H. Solomon, Mr. J. W. Wessels, and Sir William 
Smith. I¢ is also announced that on the 20th of May the offices of the 
Registrar of Deeds, of the Surveyor-General, of the Registrar of Companies, 
and the patents and trade-marks offices will be opened. New laws for the 
regulations of patents and trade-marks, drawn on English lines, will be 
published next Friday. A proclamation has also been issued amending 
the law of evidence in this colony, creating the offica of sheriff, and 
establishing a council of the Incorporated Law Society. 








The Governor and Company of the Bank of England are authorized to 
receive applications at £93 10s. per cent. for £16,000,000 OConsols, the 
balance of an iesue of £32,000,000, the other moiety having been ye | 
placed. The interes: at 23 per cent. per annum until the 5th of April, 
1903, thereafter at 2} per cent., will be payable on the 5th of January, 
—_ July, and October. The stock cannot be redeemed until April, 
1923; but, on and after that date, it may be paid off at par, on such 
notice and in such amounts as Perliament may determine. The subscription 
liste will be closed on or before Monday, the 21st inst. 








COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota or Recistnans 1 ATTEXDANOE oO” 









Date. Emencexcy Aprzau Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rota. No, 2. KExewica. Byars. 

\ Mr. Carrington Mr. Farmer Mr. Beal Mr. Pemberton 
ag! Godfrey Leach Jackson 

J Farmer Beal Pemberton 
Pemberton Godfrey RB. Leach Jackson 

RB. Leach Farmer Beal Pemberton 
Godfrey BR. Leach Jackson 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 

* . Swinrey Eapy, 


“Ch arch 
Greswell 
rey 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
EASTER SITTINGS, 1902. 
(Continued from p. 417.) 

FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVORCE 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), AND 
THE OOUNTY PALATINE AND STANNARIES COURTS, 

(General List.) 
1902. 


In re Mackenzie Bain v Mackenzie appl of deft C L Macsy from order 


of Mr Justice Farwell, dated Oct 25, 1901 Jan 3 





The London and North Western Ry Oo v The Mayor, &c, of the City of 
Westminster app of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated Nov 
19,1901 Jan3 SamevSame appl of defts from order of Mr Justice 
Joyce, dated Nov19, 1901 Jan 8 : 

In re Lewthwaite Braithwaite v Lewthwaite appl of deft J Lewthwaite 
from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated Dec 10,1902 Jan 9 

Badham v Williams appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated Jan 14,1902 Jan 21 

In re Miss A J Masterson, dec Trevanion v Dumas and ors appl of deft 
and ors from order of Mr Justice Byrne, dated Aug 6, 1901 Jan 28 

Ainsworth and ors v Wilding and ore appl of pltffs from order of Mr 
Justice Joyce, dated Aug 3, 1901 Jan 28 ; : 

In re John Fisher, dec J Fisher, T Cox, and Annie Murry (widow) v 
Thomas Steel appl of Alice Fisher from order of Mr Justice Buckley, 
dated Oct 31, 1 4 Jan 28 

S A M Gair (widow) v A Tolhurst & ors appl of pltff from order of Mr 
Justice Kekewich, dated Nov 7, 1901 Jan 29 f . 

Wright v Oarter & ors appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated Jan 21, 1902 (produce order) Jan 29 . — 

Lewis v Bafico appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
Nov 4,1901 Feb3 

Sebastian Ziana de Ferrant v The British Thompson Houston Co, 1d appl 
of pltff from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated Jan 30, 1902 
Feb 10 

The Acetylene Illuminating Co, ld & aur v The United Alkali Oo,1ld appl 
of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated Feb 3, 1902 (produce 
order) Feb 11 

In the Matter of the Co’s Acts, 1862 to 1890, and Ia the Matter of The 
Birthday A ted of Western Australia, ld (in voluntary liquida- 
tion) app! of M O Mahon & ora from refusal of Mr Justice Byrne, dated 
Jan 16, 1902 (produce order) Feb 12 

Findlater v Newman appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated Feb 11, 1902 eb 12 Same v Same appl of deft from order 
of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Feb 11, 1902 March 12 

J W Green ld v Hill appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Buckley, 
dated Feb 10, 1902 (produce order) Feb 24 

Parker v Stanley appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated 
Feb 8, 1902 (produce order) Feb 27 

Bottom v Lodge & ee ld appl of deft from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated Feb 18, 1902 (produce order) Feb 28 ; ; 

In re Day, dec Day v ome appl of deft from order of Mr Justice 
Oozens-Hardy, dated July 2, 1902 March 1 

In re Orace Balfour v Orace appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Joyce, 
dated Feb 10, 1901 March 1 

In re John Scott, dec Langton v Scott appl of A Langton and ors from 
order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Jan 14, 1902 March 3 

Evans, Williams and ors v Byrnon and ors appl of defts from order of Mr 
Justice Byrne, dated Feb 12, 1902 (produce order) March 5 

Patent Exploitation v Siemens Bros & Cold appl of pltffs from order of 
Mr Justice Buckley, dated Jan 31, 1902 (produce order) March 6 

In re Aldam’s Settled Estates and Settled Land Acts, 1882, &c appl of 
W W W Aldam from order of Mr Justice Byrne, dated Jan 15, 1902 
(April 15, after a part heard, by order) March 7 

Joseph v Joseph appl of pltff Morris from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated Feb 27, 1902 (produce order) March13 | 

Meyer & anrv Green appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Buckley, 

ted Jan 28, 1902 March 13 

Kopp v Rosenwald appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated 
March 5, 1902 (produce order) March 17 

In the Matter of the Registered Trade-Mark, No. 107,354 in Olass 23 of 
A & A Orompton & Co, ld, and In the Matter of the Patents, Designs, 
& Trade-Mark Acts, 1883 to 1888 appl of A Gran & ors from order 
of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated March 6, 1902 March 18 

In re Parkin Fisher v Parkin appl of deft D E Parker (an infant) from 
order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Jan 29, 1902 March 19 

In the Matter of the Oo’s Acts, 1862 to 1893, and Inthe Matter of Bancroft 
& Co, 1d appl of Mesers Harrison & Stead, — ¢ rn from order of 
Mr Justice Buckley, dated Feb 18, 1902 March 19 

Bickmore v Dimmer (Liverpool D R) appl of deft from order of Mr Justice 
Farwell, dated March 11, 1902 (produce order) March 24 

In re Alexander’s Truste Alexander v Shuter a of defts O 8 Shuter 
and anr from order of Mr Justice Keke , dated Jan 23, 1902 
March 24 

In re Jaques, dec Hodgson v Braisby and ors appl of deft Annie Todd 
from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated Feb 24,1902 March 26 

In re Letters Patent, No. 5,889 of 1897 and In re The Patents, &c, Acts, 
1883 to 1888 appl of petur J Crosfield & Sons and anr from order of 
Mr Justice Buckley, dated March 7, 1902 (produce order) March 27 

8 v The Medway (Upper) Navigation Co appl of pltff from order of 

Y Justice Swinfen Kady, dated March 14, 1902 March 27 


FROM THE CHANOERY, PROBATE, AND DIVORCE DIVISIONS. 
(Interlocutory List.) 


Hoxton Brewery Oo ld v Henry Lovibond & Son ld appl of defte Heury 
Lovibond & Son ld from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated Feb 1, 1901 


roduce order) March 1 
williams v — appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Byrne, dated 
Feb 26, 1901 (produce order) March 5 
J Ambler & Sons ld v Mayor, &c of Bedford appl of defts from order of 
Me Justice Joyos, date Aug 3, 1901 (to come on with No, Final 
List—produce ) Aug 15 
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1902. 


Isach Hassan v Abdu Harari & ors l of defts from order of Mr Justice 
Swinfen Eady, dated Jan 17,1901 Jan 28 

In the Matter of the Bishop’s "Castle Ry Co and In the Ry Oo’s Act, 1867 
appl of Py torn econo oes from an order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated Feb 1, 1902 mce order) Feb 13 

Saunders v Great Western Ry appl of pltff from *3 of Mr Justice 
Swinfen Eady, dated Fet 28, 1902 heard March 7 

In the Matter of the Oo’s Acts, * 1893, and In the Matter of the 
London and Northern Bank ld of J D Haddock from order of 
Mr Justice Byrne, dated Feb 7, 1902 (produce order) March 19 

In the Matter of Thomas Downs, dec H Gillett v R H Barker appl 

from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Feb 24, 


—— hv Adamson appl of pltff and deft from part of 
— Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Feb 20, 1902 (produce order) 
March 2 


FROM THE PROBATE AND DIVORCE DIVISION. 
(Final List.) 
1901. 


Divorce M F Abdy v W N Abdy sppl of petnr from order of The Presi- 
dent, dated Jan 14,1901 March 

Probate In re Edmondson ante v Edmondson ap ppl of pltff from 
order of Mr + ge Barnes, dated iv 28, 1901 vo > >. 

Divorce FAH Auger, petnr vA L Auger, respt, A ohnson, co- 
7. appl of respt from order of Mr Justice Barnes, dated July 4, 1901 


Probite. Orickett v Orickett, Eliza Crickett intervener a eppl of intervener 
from order of Tne President, dated July 25,1901 Aug 

Probate Crickett v Orickett, Eliza Orickett intervener appl of pltff from 
order of The President, dated J uly 25,1901 Aug 3 

Divorce Kaye v Kaye appl of respt "from order of Mr Justice Barnes, 
dated Aug 8, 1901 Oct 21 

Divorce N W Blood v © B Blood appl of R N W Blood from order 
of Mr Justice Barnes, dated Nov 18, 1901 


FROM THE COUNTY PALATINE OOURT OF LANCASTER. 
(General List.) 
1901. 


In re Webster & Jones & V & P Act, 1874, & appl of James Webster 
& anr from an order of The Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of 
Lancaster, dated Nov 18, 1901, and cross-notice of appl of respondent, 
dated Dec 3, 1901 Nov 30 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(In Bankruptcy.) 
In re A Debtor (ex pte The Debtor), No 1,191 of 1901 from a receiving 
— made by Mr Registzar Linklater, dated 28th November, 1901 part 


In re A Debtor (ex pte The Debtor), No 1,191 of 1901 from a receiving 
order made by Mr Registrar Linklater, dated 28th November, 1901 

In re A Debtor (ex pte The Debtor), No 116 of 1902 from a receiving order 
made by Mr Registrar Linklater, dated 12th March, 1902 

In re A Debtor (ex pte The Debtor), No 1,490 of 1899 from an order made 
by Mr Registrar Brougham, dated the 28th February, 1902, refusing to 
approve a Composition 

In re A Debtor (ex pte The Debtor), No 305 = = from an order made 
by Mr Registrar Hope, dated 28th Fe 902, dismissing with costs 

inn Baty, A to set aside a Bankru a ay 
tty, A T H K (ex pte The 2 ppg ~$~ 
trar Giffard, dated 4th March, 1902, refusing to the 

— order 


FROM THE KING’S BENOH DIVISION. 


For Hearing. 
(Final List.) 
1900. 


Mayor of Westminster, applt v — 22 t (Crown Side) 1 of 
respt from order of The aah Chief Justice Mr Justice Ridley” fated 
Oct 25,1901 Nov 12 

Ward Bros v James Hill & Sons appl of defts from j pat Mr Justice 
Wills, dated Aug 6, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex 4 

In the Matter of Casson P Smith, @ wk ie, bal Ente Mitte ob the 
Solicitors Act, 1888 appl of O P Smith from judgt of Justices Kennedy 
and Darling, dated Aug 8,1901 Nov 18 

The Electrolytic Plating Apparatus Co ld v Henry Holland Oo appl of 
defts from judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, dated Nov 6, 1901, without ajury, 


Middlesex Nov 19 

Same v John Birch & Sons ld appl of defts from j of Mr Justice 
Ridley, dated Nov 6, 1901, without a jury, ov 19 

George v Coates appl of deft from pon a7 of Mr Justice Ridley, dated Nov 
7, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex 

Temple, Thomson & Clark v Runnalls spol pl of defts from judgt of Mr 

da a jury, 


Justice Bigham (Commercial Cause), Nov 5, 1901, wi 
Middlesex Nov 23 


Trustee of G Mellor a bankrupt v Maas of deft from —* 
ond 10h —— from 4 ek Mr 
° u u 
— Middlosa Nov 


Justice Wrigh*, dated Nov 
Sykes v Ourtis & ors 


Justice Ridley, dated Nov 19, 1901 


Spooner & 
dated Nov 21 ‘Yoon vitae a jury, 


deft from of Mr Justice ° 
judgt o Wright 


Holt v Wren of E Holt, pltff, from —A dated 
—— oh Be ap oie eae 
ton v 
dated Nov 18, 1901, * a jury, Middlesex (security ordered) No®20 
Simon v of deft jadgt J Justice 


dated a 16, i901, without a jury, Middlesex Nov 30 


Oooke v Pa: —— Mr Justice Wright, dated Nov 
21, 23 jum, ip ntl a ov 30 ue 


Mills & Sparrow v The A’ Cold appl of defts from judgt 
¢ —— Walton, dated Nov 18, SOL, without a jury, —— 
ov 
—— me appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
aes iets had el od pitt trons felet ¢ Mr Justice Detling, 
v y & aur 0 
dated Nov 16, 1901, a Fen, Middieees December 5 


Basset v Maudslay appl of deft from ju ee ne 
Nov 26, 1901, vithout # jury, Middivese’ December 


Philip v Bennett & defts from judgt of is Justice B h 
dated Nov 29, 1901, Oo agri cl dette Middlose’ December 6 am, 

Wilcock v Gre of pltff from judgt of 7 hoe dated Nov 29 
1901, without «Jury, Mldlaex 2 

In re an Arbitratio ween Lord Mowe sad F F Fitzsimmons a 


of Lord Mostyn from order of Mr J special case 
Nov 27, 1901 December 11 tite — 


The Mutual Loan Fund Assoc 1d v Friend gtd rye judgt of 
—— Darling, dated Nov 30, 1901, © Tithout a jury, 
Harris & Co v Davis & Oo, ld & anr of Lagg- Av wo oe 


Justice Wright, dated Dec 6, 1901, without a —— 
Council 


Wyatt v The London County appl of defts from j ot Mr 
ustice Wright, dated Dec 9, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex 

Ha 1 v The British aeons & Eeguen & of 
a of Mr Justice Phillimore, dated Ge son ot 


jury, Middlesex Dec 19 

Lydall & anr appl of pltff from j of Mr Justice , 

dated Nov 29, 1901, thos o ay, oe security ordered) Dec 

Charrington, Sells, Dale & Oov Midland py ny & Canal 
Commission) appl of defts from Mr Justice — Peel and 
Viscount Cobham, dated Dec 5, 1901 December 23 

Hay v Veale appl of dott from judgt of Mr Justice Lawrance, dated Dee 


18, 1901, non-jury, Middlesex 
Hawnt v Prast appl of deft from j ot Mr Justin Walton, detedi Bes 
10, 1901, common jury, Middlesex 39 
Surtees v Woodhouse + ee Saleh of Wie Justin Walton, 
dated Dec 21, 1901, non-jary, Middlesex Dec 
1902. 
The Ecclesiastical Commissioners of England v The North Eastern Ry Oo 
appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Wright, dated Dec 10, 1901, nor- 
pug. e Ons Williaa pl of deft from 
i v ms oO ndgt of Mr Justice Walton, 
dated Dec 21, 1901, 2 Middlesex Jan 
Granville & Oo v Firth appl of defts from j epee 


dated Dec 12, “901 common jury, Leeds 
Moul v Coronet Theatre ld ° appl of rom judgt of Mr Justice 
Jan 3 


Wright, dated Dec 2m 1901, non-jury, 

Randt Gold oo, now jury, Males an appl of defts 
from judgt of pik Bucknill, dated Dec 20, 1901, non-jury, 
Middlesex Jan 


Kennedy v Davis opp! of dett from judgt of Mz Justice Grantham, dated 
Colline ¥'Saxby “tpl of dete tom edgt o Me ustice Bruce, dated 
8v 

m3. 1901, Ng a on a 7 = 
urch Agency anr of defts from — 

55* Walton, dated Nov 13, 1901, ds j Middleess * 

Marie Orr v Blake evel of defi from j tof the Lond Obiet Justice 

Dec 19, 1901 Jan 16 

—s '& Oo dng the North 


Py & Wright etic case), oe Ses 2, "100k a. 17 aT —— 
aw v Sidebotham from pa de ustice dated 
Jan 13, 1902, with Tuy, Manchester Jan — 


Countess Essarts v W appl of iit rom 
v non) indgt of Mr Justice 


ms hae Ganeral”(informan v The Hon. 
e - John Baron 
Mon’ Bide appl of order Mr J Phillimore. 
S— — an 15, 1902 mo ly | * 
akefield Corpn ¥ Cooke ors appl of defts from judgt of The Lord 
— oo and Justices Darling & Channell, Dec 16, 1901 
Th or & ors of the Borough of Sou appl from 
Hndgt of Mr Justice Wright, dated Jan 1 1902, — ag oe 


Jan 30 
“(tepl) Heveuue Side ppt appl Commrs of Inland Rsvenue 
J 


of eu· from order of Mr Justice 
dated Jan 29, 1 an 
Brooke 


appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Ridley 
dated Dec 17, 1902 non-jury, Middlesex rel — 
Arbitration & Co and L Gueret ld appl of 





In re an 
defts from judgt of Mr Justice W: dated Jan 29,1902 Feb 4 
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F Harrison & Co v John Peterson & ors and Foster and McGowan v 
John Peterson & ors (consolidated) appl of defte from judgt of Mr 
Justice Bigham, dated Jan 23, 1902 Feb 5 

Mexican Rosario Mining Co ld v Kennedy anpl of deft from judgt of Mr 
Justice Phillimore, dated Feb 6, 1902, non-jury, Middlesex Feb 8 

Simpson v Teignmouth & Shaldon Bridge appi of deft Co from judgt of 
Mr Justice Wright, dated Nov 25, 1901, non-jury, Middlesex Feb 8 

The Colour Printing Syndicate 1d v The Northern Press & Engineering 
Co 1d appl of pitffs from Mr Justice Wright, dated Jan 30, 1902, non- 
jury, Middlesex Feb 11 

Kempthorne & anr v Hankey & aur Same v Same (consolidated) app) of 
defts from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, dated Jan 28, 1902, non-jury, 
Middlesex Feb 11 

The General Insce Oo ld of Triesk v The Neptune Steamship Insce Assoc 
appl of pitffs from judgt of Mr Justice Walton, dated Dec 17 ,1901, non- 
jury, Middlesex Feb 15 

Ursula Bright Steamship Co ld v R P Houston and Oo & anr appl of 
E from judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, dated Jan 13, 1902, non-jury, 

caster (judgment given in London) Feb 17 

Zerego & Co & ors v Ureula Bright Steamship Co ld appl of defts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, dated Jan 13, 1902, non-jury, Lancaster 
(judgt given in London) Feb 17 

Ta Beaton & Uo v James Fisher & Sons & The West Hartlepool Steam 

avigation Co ld (3rd parties) appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
Bigham, dated Feb 10, 1902, non-jury, Middlesex Feb 19 
r, Alexander & Cov McLeod & anr app! of defts from judgt of Mr 
ustice Bigham, dated Feb 3, 1902, non-jury, Middlesex Feb 19 

Eskon v Lewis appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Wright, dated Jan 
24, 1902, non-jury, Middlesex Feb 24 

Heath, Ada Maud (a married woman) v Wheeler, Percy York appl of 
pltff from judgt of Mr Justics Walton, dated Feb 10, 1902 (jury dis- 
charged) Feb 28 

The West Hartlepool Steam Navigation Oo ld v Tagart, Beaton & Co 
appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Walton, dated Feb 24, 1902, 
non-jury, Middlesex Feb 28 

McDowall v The Great Western Ry Co appl of defts from judg: of Mr 
Justice Kennedy, dated Feb 20, 1902, special jury, Havertordwest (tur 
con in London) March 4 

The Attorney-Gen v The Rev Arthur Newton Johnson (Revenue Side) 
appl of informant from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, dated Jan 15, 
1902 March 5 

John Kirkwood v Carroll & Cutler appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Wright, dated Nov 25, 1901 March 5 

Bowater & Sons v Mirror of Life Oo ld and the Topical Times Oo ld (3rd 
party) appl of 3rd party from judgt of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated 
March 4, 1902, non-jury, Middlesex March 11 

Fowler ld v Steiger & ors appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Jelf, 
dated Feb 26, 1902 March 12 

Hammond v The Midland Ry Co appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Bigham, dated March 3, 1902, and special jury, Nottingham March 13 

Artbur Anderson v Thomas Rayner appl of deft from judgt of Mr. 
Justice Wills, dated Feb 26, 1902, non-jury, Liverpool March 15 

Underhill v Lambert appl of deft from juogt of The Lord Chief Justice 
and Justices Darling and ( hanne)], dated March 4, 1902 March 18 

t v Redmond appl of pitff from judgt of Mr Justice Darling, 
dated Jan 18, 1902, non-jury, Middlesex March 19 

The New Zealand Mines Trust ld v Heath appl of defts from judgt of 
Mr Juttice Darling, dated March 21, 1902, non-jury, Middiesex 
March 21 

David MacIver & Oo ld v The Tate Steamers Id appl of defts from judgt 
of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated March 1, 1902, non-jury, Middlesex 
March 22 

Rex v The Urban District Council of Newbiggin (Crown Side) appl of 

tors from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice and Justices Darling 
and Ohannell, dated March 11,1902 March 24 

In the Matter of R W W Huff, a solr, and In the Matter of the Solicitors 
Act, 1888 (Crown Side) appl of R W Huff, from judgt of The Lord 
Chief Justice and Justices Darling and Channell, dated March 10, 1902 
March 26 

FROM THE PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION 
(ADMIRALTY). 
For Hearne. 
(Final List.) 
With Nautical Assessors, 
- 1901. 

Ovingdean Grange 1901 Folios 337 and 338 Owners of Forsete v 
Owners of Ovingdean Grange (damage) appl of pltffs from judgt of the 
President, dated Feb 15,1901 May 1 

Mount Vernon 1899 Folio 533 Owners of the Handel Liist v George 
Shephard and ors (damage) appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Barnes, dated April 30, 1901 July 1 

Oceanic 1901 Folio 357 The Waterford Steamship Co ld v The Oceanic 
Steamship Oo ld (damage) appl of defts from judgt of the President, 
dated Oct 29,1901 Nov 11 

1902. 

Posen 1901 Folio 453 Owners of Steamship Inchkeith v Owners of 
Steamship Posen (damage) applof defts from judg’ of the President, 
dated Nov 15,1901 Jan 8 

i 1901 Folios 507 & 514 Owners of Steamship Glenm re v 
Owners of Steamship Carthaginian (damage) app of defts from judgt 
of Mr Justice Barnes, dated Jan 18, 1902 Feb 15 





Without Nautical Assessors. 
(Final List.) 
1901. 


Swindon 1901 Folio 52 Millers & Carys Cape Verde Islands 14 v The 
Swindon Steamship Oo ld (question of Law) appl of deft from judgt of 
the Divisional Court, dated June 14,1901 July 24 


1902. 


Dowlais 1901 Folio 406 The Dowlais Steamship Cold v Budd & Co 
or 2 pltffs from judgt of the Divisional Court, dated Dec 17, 1901 
an 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(New Trial Paper.) 
1901. 


Vicars v The Hydro Incandescent Gas Light Co ld and others applu of 
pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 
> — at trial before Mr J eave Lagoanes and common jury, Middlesex 

uly 13 

Taylor v London & Yorkshire Bank 1d & anr appln of London & York- 
shire Bank for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated 
A t 9, 1901, at trial before the Lord Ohief Justice and a jury, 
Middlesex Oct 30 

Henderson v Bateman and legal representatives & ors appln of pltff for 
judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Oct 28 1901, 
. trial before Mr Justice Grantham and a special jury, Middlesex 

ov l 

Batten, Oarne & Oarne’s Banking Co ld v Reed appln of pltffs for judgt 
or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Nov 6, 1901, at trial 
before Mr Justice Grantham and a special jury, Middlesex Nov 12 

Barker v Sullivan & ors appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated Nov 1, 1901, at trial before Mr Justice Ridley 
and a special jury, Middlesex November 14 

Spero v Creswell & ors appln of pitff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated Nov 28, 1901, as trial before Mr Justice Darling 
and common jury, Middlesex December 2 

White v Bennett appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl frcm verdict 
and judgt, dated Nov 30, 1901, at trial before Mr Justice Ridley with a 
special jury, Middlesex December 4 

Smith v Moir & ors appln of defts A McKechnie and McKechnie Bros 
for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Nov 25, 
1901, at trial before Mr Justice Ridley with a special jury, Middlesex 
December 5 

Nesbitt v Parrett & Mercer appln of defts for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict & judgt, dated Nov 29, 1901, at trial before Lord Ohief 
Justice & a special jury, Middlesex December 6 

Smith & Oo ld v Humphries & Cold appln of pltffs (on a preliminary 
point) for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict & judgt, dated Dec6, 
1901, at trial before Mr Justice Darling and a special jury, Middlesex 


Dec 16 

Aitken v The London & North Western Ry Co applu of defts for judgt 
or new trial on appl from verdict & judgt, dated Dec 11, 1901, at trial 
before Mr Justice Darling with a special jury, Middlesex Dec 18 

Knight v Vickerman appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict & judgt, dated Dec 5, 1901, at trial before Mer Justice 
Grantham and special jury, Leeds December 19 

Vickers v Lady Emily Gold Mining Co, ld appln of defts for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict ror dated Dec 12, 1901, ac rial before 
Mr Justice ation and a special jury, Middlesex December 20 

Philips v Plumbly appln of defc for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated Dec 13, 1901, at trial before Mr Justice 
Darling and a special jury, Middlesex Dec 21 

Cockburn & anr v Tafft appl of deft tor judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated Wec 19, 1901, at trial before the Lord Chi-f 
Justice and special jury, Middlesex Dec 24 


1902. 


Lennox v Stoddart appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict & judgt, dated Jau 13, 1902, at trial befo e Mr Justice Wills and 
special jury, Middlesex Jan 14 

Loitus v Ro appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict & judgt, dated Jan 14, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice Warling 
and common jury, Middlesex Jan 21 : 

Davis v Stoddart appl of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
& judgt, dated Jan 20, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice Darling and 
common jury, Middlesex Jan 28 

The Columbus Oo ld v Morton, Down & Co ld appln of defendants for 
judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Jan 16, 1902, 
at trial before Mr Justice Bruce and special jury, Middlesex Jan 30 

Gable & Gosney v Lovibond and anr (consolidated actions) application 
of defendant Lovibond for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict aud 
judgt, dated Jan 25, 1902, at t ial before Mr Juetice Lawrance and 
special jury, Middlesex Feb 3 

A G Holzapfel v The Shipping Agency 1d appln of defts for judgt or 
new trial on app] from verdict and judgt, dated Jan 20, 1902, at trial 
before the Lord Chief Justice and special jury, Middlesex Feb 3 

Hild v Chambers and ors appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appln 
from verdict and judgt, dated Jan 29, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice 
Darling and common jury, Middlesex Feb 4 

Balls v North Metropolitan Tramway Co appln of pltff for judgt 
or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Jan 14, 19U2 at 
trial before Mr Justice Ridley and common jury, Middlesex Feb 5 
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or new trial on appl from verdict 


Craig v Harris appln of pltff for ju 
— * Justice and 


& judgt, dated Jan 29, 1902, at trial before the Lord 
special jury February 7 
Hardie v Balman appin of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict & judgt, dated Jan 31, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice Darling 
and common jury, Middlesex February 7 
Bleick & anr v Jerram & ors (Orown Side) appln of Pua for j or new 
trial on appl from verdict & judgt, dated Jan 21, 19062, at trial before 
the Lord Chief Justice and special jury, Middlesex February 11 
Hallé v Midgley appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
& judgt, dated Jan 29, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice Lawrance and 
special jury, Middlesex February 12 
Federal Steam Navigation Cold v Sleigh & ors appln of defts for judgt 
or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Jan 17, 1902, at trial 
before Mr Justice Bigham and special jury, Middlesex Feb 12 
Doyle v Holder & Son appln of defts for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated Jan 30, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice Ridley 
and common jury, Middlesex Feb 13 
F Foster (an infant, by Reuben Foster his father and next friend) v Turner 
appln of pltffs for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, 


dated Feb 3, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice Bigham and common jury, | 


Middlesex Feb 13 


: 


{ 
Hart v Rogers (issue) appln of pltiff for Fig or new trial on appl from 


verdict and judgt, dated Jan 28, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice 
Lawrance * special jury, Middlesex Feb 13 
Van Grutten & anr v Trevener appln of deft for judgt or new trial on 
appl from verdict and judgt, dated Jan 31, 1902, at trial before Mr 
Justice Channell and common jury, Middlesex Feb 13 , 
Lambourne v Shrimpton appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict & judgt,dated Feb 1, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice 
Phillimore and common jury, Oxford Feb 15 f 
Rattee v Norwich Electric Tramway Co (Norwich District Registry) 
appln of defts for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict & judgt 
dated Feb 1, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice Grantham and special 
jury, Norwich Feb 17 
Dackes v Strong and Oo appln of defts for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict & judgment, dated Feb 5, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice 
Channell and special jury, Dorset Feb 20 
Barnes v Richards & ors appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict and judgt, dated Feb 19, 1902, at trial before the Lord 
Ohief Justice and jury, Middlesex Feb 22 
Lang v Lovatt appin of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
& judgt, dated Feb 14, 1902, at trial before Mr. Justice Ridley and 
common jury, Middlesex Feb 24 
Stoddart v ‘he Watchmakers’ Alliance 1d appln of defts for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict & judgt, dated Feb 25, 1902, at trial before 
Mr Justice Ridley with a jury Durham Feb 28 
Kingham v Giddy appln of pitff for judgt or new on appl from verdict & 
judgt, dated Feb 7, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice Bigham and sp:cial 
jury, Middlesex Feb 28 
Wightwick v Pope and The Absolute Life Assce Co ld appln of defts for 
judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgment, dated Feb 17, 
1902, at trial before The Lord Chief Justice and special jury, Middlesex 
March 4 
Lawther vy Ross appla of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
and judgt, dated March 5, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice Kennedy and 
special jury, Middlesex March 13 
Rogers v Cousens appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict & judgt, dated March 11, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice 
Grantham and special jury, Middlesex March 15 
Garner v Wesley applu of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
and judgt, dated Feb 17, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice Bruce (Leicester 
District Registry) for Mr Justice Buckley (Chancery Division), with a 
jury, Leicester March 17 
William Purvis v Newcastle-on-Tyne Co-operative Soc 1d appln of pltff 
for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict & judgt, dated Feb 22, 1902, 
at trial before Mr Justice Lawrance and a jury, Newcastle March 20 
Rettich v The Newlands Grequaland Diamond Mines ld appln of defts 
for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict & judgt, dated March 14, 
ae trial before Mr Justice Phillimore & common jury, Middlesex 
March 21 
Spooner v Eveson, &c Cold appl of deft for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict & judgt, dated Feb 20, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice 
Bruce & special jury, Derby March 27 
Morris v Atkins & anr appln of defts for judgt or new trial on pel from 
verdict & judgt, dated , 1902, at trial before Mr Justice 
Wills and special jury, Middlesex March 27 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 
1900. 
Matthews & ors v Colls & anr appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice 
Bucknill, dated June 13, 1900 (security ordered) June 26 
1901. 


Nelson v Rosenberg appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Day, dated 
March 18, 1901 (8 o pending settlement) March 21 

Underhill & anr v Lindon appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Day, 
dated March 25, 1901 (security ordered 18 


April 
Vigo v V appl of pltff from order w Mr Justice Day, dated April ~ 


1901 Vigo v Vigo appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Day, 


1902. 


Neale v Lady Gordon Lennox appl of deft from order of the Lord Chief 
Justice, dated March 4, 1902, non-jury, Middlesex part heard 

Newell v Povah , ty pltff from order of Mr Justice Bruce, dated 
March 14, 1902 h 23 : 

Elliott v Garrett a tne oes order of Mr Justice Bucknill, Gated 
March 8, 1902 rch 1 

The Linot; Co ld v The Johnston Die Press Co ld of pltffs from 
order of Mr Justice Bucknill, dated March 11, 1902 e Same v The 
Same appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Bucknill, dated March 11 
1902 The Johnston Die Press Co ld ¥ The Linotype Co id appl of 
— — order of Mr Justice Bucknill, da March 11, 1902 

The London & Northern Bank ld v George Newnes appl of pltffs from 
order of Mr Justice Bucknill, dated March 6, 1902 March 25 

Holland v Bennett appl of pitff from an order of Mr Justice Bucknill, 
dated March 11,1902 March 21 

Ellisv Neck applof F H W Ellis from order of Mr Justice Bucknuill, 
dated March 18,1902 March 24 

South African Venture Syndicate ld v The Prah Gold Mines 1d & Atome 
Mines ld pl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Bruce, dated March 
19, 1902 arch ob 

The British Workmen’s & General Assurance Co ld (apple) v Cunliffe 
respt) (Crown Side) appl of applte from order of the Lord Chief 
oo and Justices Darling & Chaanell, dated March 12,1902 March 


Thomas v Chance spl of applt from order of Mr Justice Bucknill, dated 
March 11, 1902 27 

Auger v Vasnier appl of pltffs from prder of Mr Justice Bucknill, dated 
March 22,1902 March 27 


From County Court. 
In re The Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897. 


1901. 

In the Matter, &c W E Jones (an infant) by William Williams next 
friend, applicant v Lawrence & Nicol, respts (Crown Side) appl of 
applicant from award of County Court (Lancashire, Liverpool), da‘ed 
Jan 24, 1901 (restored) Feb 14 

In the Matter, &c_ Elizabeth Jarrett (the legal personal resentative 
of W Jarrett, dec), applicant v The Ffoldau Collieries Oo ld, respts 
(Crown Side) appt of respts from award of County Court (Glam organ- 
shire, Bridgend), dated Muy 24, 1901 June 6 

In re the Matter, &c John Owen, applicant v George Clark ld, respt 
(Crown Side) appl of * from award of County Oourt (Durham, 
Sunderland), dated May 16,1901 June 6 

Stand over till after judgment given in ‘‘ Wrigley v Whittaker’ in House 

of Lords (by way? 

In the Matter, &c Bryan Kenney, applicant v Harrison & Singleton, 
respts appl of respts from award of County Court (Durham, West 
Hartl 1), dated June 14, 1901 (restored) July 2 

In the Matter, &c Richard Perry, applicant v Joseph Baker & Sons, 
respts (Crown ~~ appl of applicant from award of Couaty Court 
(Middlesex, Maryle' * dated June 17, 1901 (security ordered) July 6 

In the Matter, &c George Bartell, applicant v W Gray & C>, respts 

eee ye Side) appl of from award of Uounty Court (Middlesex, 
w), dated July 10,1901 July 22 

In the Matter, &c John Henry Matthews, app'icant v The Penrikyber 

Navigation Colliery Co ld, respts (Crown Side) appl of respts from 

a’ of County Court (Glamorganshire, Aberdare & Mountain Ash), 

dated July 8, 1901 July 27 

In the Matter, & Abraham McDougall, applicant v Holzapfel’s Com- 


tion Co 1d, respts (Crown Side) appl of applicant from award of 
unty Court (Lancashire, Liverpool), dated Sept 13, 1901 (security 
ordered) Sept 24 


In the Matter, &c Morris, applicant v Darcy Lever Coal Co 1d, respt, 
and the Northern Employers’ Mutual Indemnity Co 1d (insurers) (Crown 
Side) appl of insurers from award of County Court (Lancashire, Bolton), 
I "the Matter, Mary Baton (widow) plicant v J E Edwards, 
n the , &e x nt v Ww. respt 
(Crown Side) appl of respt from a of County Oourt (Denbighshire 
Wrexham), dated Oct 2, 1901 Oct 16 7 — 
1900. 
In the Matter, &c. Martha Losh, applicant v Richard Evans & Co ld, 
respts (Crown Side) appl of spplicant from award of County Court 
(Lancashire, St Helens, Widnes), Jan 10, 1900 (restored March 
24, 1902) Jan 31 


In the Matter, &c William 
= Side) 
(@ rganshire, Moun 
Inthe Matter, & Hannah 


t v Nixon’s Na Co ld, 
of respts from award of ty Oourt 
Ash), dated Sept 30,1901 Oct 19 


cramungeld, sumis Weekend cel oe 
Gounty Court (Mikdlesss Seentfoes), 2 Oct 
In the , &e Eliza ’ 

Crown Side) appl of respts from award of County Court (Middlesex, 


w), dated Oct 
— Thomas Needham, t v George Leeder, re:pt 





April 17, 1901 ( o till after 


*sreport) April 24; 


’ applican 
Side of from award of County Court (Durham, 
* ante Out P'1901 (security et 30 
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In the Matter, &¢ William Henry St George, applicant v The Lighting 
Corporation ld, respts (Crown Side) appeal of respts from award of 
County Court (Surrey, Croydon), dated Oct 15,1901 Novl 

In the Matter, &c Elizabeth Jane Fairey, applicant v John Rathe, respt 
Crown Side) appl of respt from award of County Court (Chester, 

kenhead), dated Oct 28,1901 Nor 1 

In the Matter, &c Henry Armitage, applicant v The Lancashire and 
Yorkshire Railway Oo, respts (Orown Side) appl of respts from award 
of County Court (Lancashire, Manchester), dated Oct 21,1901 Nov 4 

In the Matter, &c William Jobson McMillan, applicant v The Prince of 
Wales Dock Oo. Id, respts (Crown Side) appl of respts from 
award of County Court (Glamorganshire, Swansea), dated Oct 22, 1901 
Nov 8 

In the Matter, &¢ Nancy Waby, applicant v The Sheffield Mineral 
Water Syndicate ld, respts (Crown Side) appl of respte from award of 
County Court (Yorkshire, Sheffield), dated Oct 31,1901 Nov 11 

In the Matter, &¢ James Carney, applicant v Walter Scott & Middleton 
ld, respts (Crown Side) appl of applicant from award of Oounty 
Court (Yorkshire, Sheffield), dated Oct 24, 1901 (security ordered) 
Nov 13 

In the Matter, &c Robert Ashton, applicant v Callender’s Cable & Con- 
struction Co ld, respts (Crown Side) appl of applicant from award of 
County Court (Yorkshire, Sheffield), dated Oct 25, 1901 (security 
ordered) Nov 13 

In the Matter, &c Frederick Burnett, applicant v The Drury Lane 
Theatre Id, respts (Crown Side) appl of respts from award of County 
Court (Middlesex, Shoreditch), dated Nov 15, 1901 Nov 21 

In the Matter, &c Charles Goodwin, applicant v Scruttons ld, respts 
(Crown Side) appl of applicant from award of County Court (Kesex, 
Grays), dated Nov 9, 1901 Nov 22 

In the Matter, &c George Hughes, the qemtepe (by George Hughes, his 
father and next friend), applicant v The Lancashire & Yorkshire Ry 
Oo, respts (Crown Side) appl of applicant from award of County Oourt 
(Lancashire, Manchester), dated Nov 4, 1901 Nov 23 

In the Matter, &c Thomas Redden, applicant v Siddal & Hilton ld, 
respts (Crown Side) appl of applicant from award of County Court 
(Yorkehire, Halifax), dated Nov 7, 1901 Nov 27 

In the Matter, &c Hannah Southern, applicant v The Abram Coal Co, 
ld, respts (Crown Side) appl of respts from award of County Court 
(Lancashire, Wigan), dated 3, 1901 Dec 18 

In the Matter, &¢ Samuel Kniverton, applicant v The Darcy Lever Coal Oo, 
1d, and The Northern Employers’ Mutual Indemnity Co, 1d, respts (Crown 
Bide) appl of insurers from award of County Court (Lancashire, Bolton), 
dated Dec 4, 1901 Dec 20 


1902. 

In the Matter, &c Alexander Lee Isaacson and Annie Levy Isaacson, his 
wife, applicants v The New Grand, Clapham Junction, respts appl of 
applicant from award of Deputy of County Court (Westminster), ted 
Dec 16,1901 Jani 

In the Matter, &¢ John Terrell Newman, applicant v The Mayor, &c of 
Southampton, respondents appl of respt from award of County Oourt 
— ean : rae dated Jan 24, 1902 (stay granted pending 
appeal) Fe 

In the Matter, &¢ John Wall Holmes, applicant v The City of Birming- 
ham Tramways Co ld, respts appl of applicant from award of County 
Court (Wai wickshire, Birmingham), dated Jan 22,1902 Feb7 

In the Matter, &¢ Jules Foxe, applicant v Charles Manzell, respt appl 
of a) t from award of County Court (Middlesex, Westminster), 
dated Jan 20,1902 Feb 10 

In the Matter, &c Ellen Tansill, applicant v Evan William Howell, respt 
vp of respt from award of County Court (Herefordshire, Ross), dated 
Feb 1, 1902 Feb 14 

In the Matter, &¢ John Harrison, applicant v Mayor, Alderman and 
Burgesses of the Borough of Hartlepool, respts J Jot applicant from 
award of County Court (Durham, West Hartlepool), dated Jan 24, 1902 


Feb 14 

In the Matter, &c Ernest Jones. applicant v The Great Central Ry Oo, 
respts appl of respts from award of County Court (York, Doncaster), 
dated Feb 13,1902 Feb 24 

In the Matter, &c Charles Jewell, applicant v The Great Western Ry Oo, 
respts appl of respts from award of County Court (Glamorganshire, 
Cardiff), dated Feb 6, 1902 Feb 25 

In the Matter, &¢ Annie Maria Dunham, applicant v Joseph Clare, re: pt 
appl of applicant from award of County Oourt (Staffordshire, Walsali), 
dated Feb 12, 1902 (security ordered) March 3 

In the Matter, &c Harold Marshall, applicant v F W Rudeforth, respt 
appl of applicant from award of County Court (Yorkshire, Scarborough), 
dated Feb 18, 1902 March 7 

In the Matter, &c Kitty Hilder, applicant v Rock, Hawkins & 5 ey 
respts appl of respts from the award of County Uourt (Tunbridge Wells), 
dated Feb 20,1902 March 12 

In the Matter, &¢ Magdalen Rachell Collins (widow), applicant v Johnson 
& Ooand the Right Hon W St John Brodrick, Secretary of State for 
War, appl of respts from award of County Court (Kent, Woolwich), 
dated Feb 26,1902 March 18 

In the Matter, &c Mary Ann Hall, applicant v Tubes ld, respts appl of 
applicant from award of Oounty Court (Staffordshire, West Bromwich), 
dated March 14, 1802 March 24 

In the Matter, &¢ Kvan Jones and Mary Jones, applicants vy The Universal 
Steam Coal Co ld, respts appl of from award of County Court 
(Glamorganshire, Pontypridd), dated March 12, 1902 March 25 


N.B.—The above list contains Chancery, Palatine, and King’s Bench 
Final and Interlocutory Appeals set down to March 27, 1902. 


THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEE. 

April 23,—Messrs. Epwix Fox & Bousriz.p, at the Mart, at 2:—City of London : Freehold 
Corner Property, Nos 129, street and 1, Carthusian-street, to be Let, ona 
Building Lease, for * years. ata peppercorn t for the first nine months, 
and at such rent for remainéer of the term as may be determined by competition. 

ju, Mileham, & Montagu, London—Fulham: Freehold 

° St. Catherine’s mansions ; let weekly, the total rental being 
£812 perannum. Solicitor, H. Astley Roberts, Eeq., Leaten. (See advertizementa, 


April 19; p. 8) 
April 24.— Tocxxrr & Soy, at the Mart, at 1 :—Leasehold 1 po 
Nos. 3 and 5, Pitt-street, close to the Electric and Railways Ken- 
ardens, let at rents amounting to £175 per annum. Solicitors, Messrs. 
Knapp- & Gons; Holdsworth & Payne, London.—Long Leasehold 
8, being Nos. 82 and 324, Lupus-street W: . let at £125 per annum; 
als» No. 6, Marmora- ros mor Oak, of the annual value of £50. tors, 
‘aterhouse & Co., London. advertisements, April 12, p. 3.) 


RESULTS OF SALES. 


Messrs. H. E. Fostzn & Cranrizip have during the past week sold followin 
Interests of the Mest, E.C.: on . 
ABSOLUTE R ‘ONS : 
To £2,000; life 70 ... * = ons * ste «+. Bold £1,190 
To 43 and 45, Somerset-road, Mead Vale, Redhill; life 81 _,, 430 





—“ and Mexican Gold Fields, Ltd., £190 5 per cent. 1st 
o0e * ose ove oes ooo op 125 
DALSTON. Shrublan4-road ; leasehold, let at £34 ann 
held for 39} years at £5 12s. 64. * a — —* 320 
Mesars. C. C. & T. Moors sold at the Mart, on Thursday last, the Freehold 36, Eden- 
Gerre, Scio ¥ is oe ; three yy —— Binfsla-road, Clapham, £1,945 3 
ng ia Christian- George's, £1,820; Freehol Boston-street 
Nicoll-street, Haggerston, £880. of ale £4,560, 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasetie,—Faipay, April 11. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Axato Prrnowsx On. Co, Li Peta f —— presented April 8, directed 
K Orn MITED— or Ww to 

be heard April 22, Clement's inn, solore for’ petners. Notes of appear 

must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 21 
Grocers’ anD Manuractuginc Conrgctionens’ Sprcra.ists, Lixirzp — tors are 

req , on or before May 31, to send their nam:s and addresses, and the 

of their debts or claims, to Uriah Spratt, 33, Fennel st, 
Guarino Hypraviic Gotp Minzs, Limitgp—Oreditors are required, on or before May 8, 

to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their claims, to 8, A. Cobbett, 14 , 


ire sq 
Scorr Synpicate, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before April 15, to send in their 
ee the particulars of thei debts or Galion, to Pookie: Oheas 


Unig Damenenen in dee tates are required, on or before July 7, to 
Ppa inf Tacs Wooo taba hagas cay iansie Bee 
solors for liquidators F ; ; ‘ 

azette.—Turspay, April 


London G A 15. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


— — MITED IN —— tnt 
Assoturs Lirz uRANCcE Co, Limitrep —Peta winding up, presen‘ April 7, directed 
to be heard on 2. Wi , 2, Old Serjeant’s Sak Uievenry th celee for Oi 
—— — re must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in 
a ed fa ye ey st Ft 
on or before May 15. t» names an f 
pcb or claim, to lies Hil, 79, Mark ix ‘ “yar 
RITISH Moron Traction Co, MITED)— ‘or yy ited A) 1 
directed to be heard on April 29. Firth & Co, 77 — — —.83 
of eas ne the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in afternoon of 





or before May send names resses, and culars of tneir debts 

and to Gaskell burn, 2, East Parade, Leeds “ 
Hawnwans Norra Gory Mixine Co, Luatrep—Creditors are on or before May 16, 
and and particulars debts or claims, to 


LuanpRimpop Weis Marxazr anp Pusric Bart Co, Limirep—Creditors are uired, 
their addresses, aod the ol their 


on or before May > ome names and 

debts or claims, to George Roberts, 40, Oxford st, Swansea 
NI eee dete penny e Tnaene sO, Detmmated Ageil 14, directed to bo 

pr . ‘a lor petner. f i 

the above-named not later than 6 o’clock hed. Ry ‘ile — 
— — 

on or 10 names esses 

Gebts or claims, to Rdwin Hayes, $8, Baringhall st , het 
TaHEarTres, —— — ee ogg A ty their names and 

particulars of their debts or 

eee a Ee a corer on x totan Bot oe 
ODBUFF Keyise Uo, Limitep are on or before May 31, to send 
heir names and addresses, and the pariculare of their debts or claims, to Mr’ William 
——_— on » Chew & Sons, Manchester, solors to 


Unsitmarep m CHanczry. 


Ciry asp Svsvrean Premanent Buitpine Sociery (1x Dissotvtiox)—Creditors are 
Pog t~ Dy ae BA FEE Mile resto, 3, Besed' eo 
on or before May 1. Skipper & Tucker, Warwick ct, Gray’s inn, solors to trustees 


BE 


— 











Waknine To —* Hovss 2 anp Lassuns. -Beforo pur- 
chasing or ren a house, even a short occupation, it is advisable to 
have the Drains and Sanita independently Tested and 


— Or For terms apply to © Sanitary’ Enginoxine Oc, (EL 


.E., ¥ , 65, " . 
oman) —* street, Westminster. Established 


Telephone: 316 West- 





| ———— 
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CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Dar or Ciam. 
London Gasette—Fatvar, April 11. 
— — Broughton, ar Preston, Auctioneer .May 20 Forshaw & Parker, 


Asurorp, Tuomas Barstow, Broxted, Essex, Farmer May 1 Wade & Co, Dunmow, 


Ba.t, Witi1Au Lawnznce, Woodville, Leicester, Wine Merchant June 24 Fisher & Co, 

B AW 8 2 ord, Leather Manufacturer Nicholas, Chelmsferd 
EACH, WILLIA 

— ——— Villnux, Park Village East May en 21 F * CL a Lincoln’s inn 


Bruner, bg a Wit, > Rete, nr Sydney, New South Wales May 10 Blyth 
Gresham House, 0) 


‘State May 1 Hollinshead & Moody, Tunstall, Staffs 


Wolst 
—* ae aon ow H.use, Wexford May 21 Lincol.’s inn 


Boy — ARTHUR Hort, 


BartTHerton, Tuomas, Breth Lancs May 27 Willan, Preston 
poy ISA, — on xa ~~ : ane & Sons, Manchester 
HAFFER, BENJAMIN, eoman June 45" 
Coz, Frances, tale Moor, April 23 —— — Manchester 
Couch, Jonn QuILLER, Penzance, Cornwall, Surgeon May & Co, Penzance 
ORAIK, —————— In, Surrey May 10 Hubbard Py —4 hancery In 
Dicxins, Lucy, Tottenham Court 14 seg 12 Naunton & at 
Dixon, SaMUBL, May Mi 
Dosson’ ExizaBetu, Scotferth, ur bet... 7 12 
Dosson, Jamzs, ¥ Malster June 
—— — — Wien 
WREND, JOE, A 
Drakg, ELizaBETH, Winchester May 10 e , ry Eons, Winchester 
Drvuce, Frepenick, Hove, Sussex y 17 Pm y & Attke, Billiter sq 
Epwanps, Gzorcs, Old Jewry, Pritchard & Gracechurch st 
— — BuizaseTH, Winchester ed 1 Tee & * Lincoln’s inn 


E . as Liverpool May 23 Toulmin Liverpool 

— Rev RANCIS — Hucknall 332 Notts May10 Robotham & Co, 
8 

Finngy, t) Rowan Newcastle upon Tyne May 21 Dees & Thompson, Newcastle upon 


Frenca, ‘Manoansr, Newcastle upon Tyne May 30 Brown & Son, Newcastle ur on 


Haicn, Ten, Calverley gold, Brey 10 was & Co, Bradford 


Hammonp, sagt Cc May 6 Godalming 
——— See — 822 


Haxpwince, Janz, Axbr 
Hawken, Evizaseru, Sussex June 10 & Co, Gresham House 


Hawkins, 4ny, Robert st, Bampstead 14 nn *— & —— Gt rortland st, 











Hitton, Roszrt, Morecambe May 12 
HO.goyD, Joun, Bipponden, nr Halifax wT * Sens Sowerby Bridge 


Chester May 18 Johnsons, Steckport 

Wells 21 Andrew & Tun 
—— Praia ay se [ — em 
Janvis, Jonny, 


Jomaxximc, Gzone: yesposle Balt ‘Merchant’ May Tho Thompson & McMaster, 


— — — Northampton, Builder May HJ & C Markham, 
oo, CopLaxD — Oxford North Kensington, Barrister at Law 
Kiva, Cuamterrs on — May 26 Aston, Gresham Hi Old Broad st 
Lator, Rey Canon Tuomas, Petworth, Sussex Ser © Tee 

—— Joszrn, Winchfielé, Southampton May 24 


Taw, Coanane Pensenn, Couseate Gate gdns, South Kensington ayaa Meredith & Co, 
jew &#q, 

Ma , JOHN, Devonshire sq, 

— Bean, doin ce ey hae eked Seen Be unel Turner & 


Mics, Jouy, Barnet May 8 23 Bedford row 
Migs, Zornia Mancaner, Friern —— 8 Miles, "s oo Bedford row 
NEALE, Susanna, 


——— Strood 

Neixp, Faspenick, Ta’ sq 15 Neild, circus 

Newine, Cuantorre, Westminster rd Mayl? Camberwell rd 

Nromoteon, Rosset, Maidenhead, Brewer May 26 6Bird & Gt James st, 
Bedford row 


Patmer, UaTuEnts®, Croydon 
Parsons, Janz, Cr Kepex 
Purrer, Atsegt Davin, Uhiswick 


Hor woop, Mae 
Jacxsox, Jonn Viaaaũ, 


16 Aynsley, Consett 
16 Wd & Southend on Sea 
—— * ——*— a Gt James st, Bedford row 
Bay, nomas Witiiam, Cr a5 We 4-5 
Read, Hannuat SamuEL, Coventry, 8 ‘atch Manufacturer May 20 Wasdeock & Oo, 
ven 
Ros — LFuxctasu Nortuzy, St Austell, Cornwall May 12 Ghilson & Co, St 


Ross, Pair, Norwich, Miller 54 1 ——— 


anes, cast Danist, Fieming rd, May 12 Tippetts, Maiden in, 
Se.iars, Ann, Pickering, Yorks May 7 + Meee 

— — Oidham May 14 Mellor, Oldham 

Suir, Many Ayn, Launceston, Tasmania May 10 Blyth & Co, Gresham House, Old 
Srroxcrruarm, Many Any 12 —— & 

BuTToyr, Bicuarp LANCASTER, st et ee Neder my, & Co, iy Jewry 
—— Eicuarp Sanpersow, Peterborough, tas May & Spencer, 


untingdon 
Taywor, Rosget Coisox, Bath May 2% Bevan & © 
— — Alkrington, ar Middwton, Wormer april 25 Hall & Ritchie, 
Tomuinson, Joun, Accrington 10 Haworth & Bocce, Lowen 
Wake Tuomas, Cocker Am. Wooler ar 
— Matitpa Lypia, — 338 Ravenscroft ea Se, ‘ohn st, row 
WILLIAMson, — 
Wouiey, Lavra, Marylands im 6 o* Baptansen & Co, Loebesd ot 











BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 


. ° Maan 
Dee bee Bite ila — 


Cutvar 
London Gazette. —TuEspAyY, April 8. vr and Bpde’ — te nee Newport las Pet March 7 Ord Aprii 9 
ADJUDICATIONE. Bower. a Commission Agent York Pet oe Bll "Fet March ft Ond Apel King. 
B @ A W: PanTixiay, Hacor Hanovzvss, Menton onton Green, Grey Cloth | Demrsry, & at High 
"Fate Masulucteters Latda Bet" Masch ia “Ord | ~- Agent’ Manchester” Pet March 4" Ord’ Apel Potter io Be ARTO oes matins 


8 
Bowpex, Freprrick Lionet Tsomas, and Gzroncr 
Prercivat Bowpex. Keynsham, 
graphers istol Pet ‘Apeil 6 Ord April 
Cuampgrs, WitL1aM Sure, Gillingham, Kent, Engine | Purxis, W. 
* —— sux. Newoort Ord April 5 - Court 
ABLES, CHARLES Morcan, Newport, Carpenter 
Mon Pet Marchi16 Ord A 


Pet Feb 25 Ord A 
4 Ord April 4 


gen 
Parry, THomas —— Blaina, Mos, 
Pet April 5 
— te Orta New Row. Bdogsr, Groner Tredegar Pet | Epwanps, — — Inn- 
Gate, Timber Merchant High | Gti : 
Riosey, Freperiox WILuiaM, Eiester, Btationer Chester | Gazcory, asxav⸗ 
Pet Avril ha’ 


Cuarx, a Gt Grimsby Gt Grimsby Pet | Bicpex, Wassay Arrwoce, Bampton, Oxford, Solicitor — bak age” Southampton Southampton 


A 8 A 
Cox, Wavrae Bin Bazar, Candiff, Commission Agent Cardiff | Rosrrrs, ey Bewrox, 
Coop: + , Confectioner Kidder- | Rustixc, Henny, 
ainator so Rider Ord A Ord April 4 
a 2 Hunstanton 





es L Pet March 6''¢ Ont Ape 4 ‘+. Pet 21 Ord 5 
— —— Grocer Ni rf Mon | Surra, ——— Bolton, Carrier Bolton Pet March 18 Jeune & Tavares, 3 * oa ents New- 
Day, Enxzst ARTuur, —— Burra, . Coachbuilder Truro | Litwat ** Merchant Oar- 
mouth Pet Jan 3 Ord A > — ——— — marthen et Agel? Ord 
— ia ag cyt Tere Warehouse- UTHON, = t+) — be load Pet March 12 Ord April 8 


* Ma.comsos, Davrp, Covent Garden High Court Pet 
Bactzs, James EzRa hoon, —— —— High — 55* — orks, Baker Wake- ‘March $. Ord Apeil 9 


Pet March 24 Ord April 


2 mews, 
. N Aveust, . Cabinet 
Burs, Jous, Long Lawioed, Werwick, Coal Dealer Cov Ware, Guanuze, ¥ York, Gromer York Pet April s Ord | “*Aticber High Court Pet April? Ord 7 


8 
Fie.pnovss. Wau, Morecambe, Music Dealer Preston | Wats, WJ, Sy 
Pet April 4 April 4 March 14 
** — — Ord April 2 
Goopripcz, NATHANIEL, Btationer Coventry 
Pet April3 O:d April 3 


alter Kgsin, Surey Pot —— 


Colliery Overman | Was a. —— 
Butcher Kingston upon H 


— 
— ——— — ——— agad mo 
9 


Hu'l, | Passuonz, Basar, Gloucester, 
Pet April 6 Ord 


Gauss. Josepn Bexsamix, and Witu1am Hexny Gauss, 
W hitborne, lord, Fruit Dealers Wunnan, ANNI Baker Man- ster Pet 8 
* April 2 Ord April 5 7e me chester Pet Bob a Ord Apeil 6 6 — Ronnurs, —— — thashe 
*woop, Gzonox Dudley, Worcester Dudley Pet March | Yauiix. Avorn, aus Dealer Liverpool | van — Guraardy W, Newport 
Eiccixs, Mary, aed Janne Srycuar Pet april 8 5 
nh Merchants — —A— April “Tors London Gazette. —Faivay, April 11. Sanpees, 9 = ey ee j —n Staffs, 
* —— Pes March J Heath, —— Baker RECEIVING ORDERS. Surru, @xEpeRIck pen y dh Wittiam Taro, 
Honosm, Tomas Huwny, Crowle, nr , News- | Auspex, Jauns, Alderagete st, Bort Manufacturer High Pager Box Manufacturers Birmiaghes 
— — Pet April 8 8 "Ord pall * Court Pet ‘Mar 10 | Ond Aprils pes | Gruen, muwas, Lateuter, Mechenio Lalewter Pet 
* THOMAS, Builders’ Merchant Stockport | Bzwr, Leicester, Leicester 2 
March 11 rl 8 April 7 Ord april 7 8 Ord april 8 


urt Pet Jani0 Ord 


Ivorg" Jony Rowan, ‘enity_s, eq, Ten Merchant High | Boorn, Joux, Elsecar, Yorks Barnsley Pet Feb 1s Ord | W: eo Apel 6c i 





7 
Joes Roverr Bpwanps, Tra’ havefynydd, Merloneth, Grocer — Janna, New Shildon, 


ortmadoc Pet April3 Ord A: 
Kessapr. 5* — "High Court Pet Cannon, Huney 
Kiycuory, Tomas, Milk Dealer’s Assistant Cur 

Pet april 2 Ord Aged 2 — Taos | Omer A court Pet Masch 1? 


Lax » Ro 7 @zonc 
Middlesbrough’ Pet Apel’ “Oed Aeek fh” Abomrer | uaa Sele” 
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FIRST MEETINGS. 


— — Alderegate st, Boot — eae April 
22a Bankruptcy bldgs. Carey 
Bavt, Bus, Leicester —— ape 18at1230 Off 
Berridge st, Leices te 
Boora, Jonx, Bisecar, York Dru 21 at 10,15 Off Res, 
nt st, Barnsley 


st, 

Canyon, Henny Srviz, Harlesden, Commercial Trave ler 
April 2i at 280 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey et 

Cartwericat, Marcus ace, ‘he Gables, nr Btroud, Dyer 
April 19 at 12.15 Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 

Cuamepers, Wittiam Sura, ‘Gilli agham oo, Engice 
Fitter’ Apri 21 at 12 115, Hich st, Rocheste 

Cuanye.t, Jonny, Ney = orfolk, Farmer April 19 at 12 
Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Cuares, CHARLES MORGAN, rag Mom ame ag — 18 
at 11 Off Rec, Westgate chm * ————— 

—42 22 at 


Cnick, A Y, & Co, Throgmorton 
it Bank bldge, Carey st 
O.arxe, Groncre Wittiam, Oulton, nr Lowestoft, Baker 
prili9ati11 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
OLXAVE, Axprew Anruun, Pershore, Worcester, Hotel 
Keeper April 23 at 2.30 45, Copenhagen st, wor- 


cester 
—_ Simon, — Cap — April 21 at 
s, Carey st 
oun Waren vue Cardiff, Pembroke Dock, Com- 
mission Agent April 18 at 11 117, St Mary st, 


Coorzr. Hannizt, Kidderminster, Confectioner April 18 
at 2.16 Messrs Ivens & Co, Solicitors, Kidderminster 
Dayse.y, Artuur Eicuuonp, Beeston, Notts, Warchouse- 
a _— 18 at 12 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, 
otti 
Dempsey, A, J Co, ~~ oe withia April 24 at 12 
bidgs, Carey st 
Dow rs, ILLIAM "Wasay, Newport, Tea Merchant 
April 18 at 11.30 Off Rec, Westgate chmbis, 


—*—* 

— » Norland, nr Halifax, Farmer April 18 
at3 Of Bet, — ee Halifax 

— Tuomas, Brid * Boot Dealer May 14 

at 12.45 County Cant Of Of, adeley 

Essex, Jouy, ey Warwick, Coal Dealer 
April 21 at 11 ion, 7 or Hevitacd st, Coventry 

— Sowe.t, Trealaw, Glam, org Overman 

Wat3 135, High st, Merth yr ts sdfil 
Fu — Sy mee Chesterfield, Plumber April 18 at 1.30 


nestertlel 

Garr, Joux, — Norfolk, Miller April 19 at 11.20 
Off Kec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Git, Frep BartH, hsm, Bradford, — April 
18atll Off Rec, 31, row, Bradford 

mee NATHANIEL, Coventry, Stationer April 21 at 

2 Off Rec, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 

— GroRGE, Dudley, Worcester April 18 at 10.30 
Off Rec, Wolverhampton at, 

Jussur, Georcs, sen, Old Buckenham, Norfolk, Farmer 
Ap'il19at1 Off Rec, King st, Norwich 

— Joux, sen, Crawley, — — April 18 at 
280 Off Ree, 4, Pavilion bidgs, B 

— James Evays, Lianon, 
18ati1 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

Lewis, Rees, Abergwynf, = Collier April 18 at 12 
Off Bec, 81, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Litwa.t, THowas, Carmarthen, Timber —— April 

a a —_ —— st, Ca 

c —— ONALD, Liverpool, Agent A: J 23 at 12 
Off Bec, 35, Victoria st, Li oy - 


verpoo 

Mans, Marx, Carisbrooke, I of W, Dairyman 
at4 19, Quay st, Newport, Iof Ww — 
— eo Heyry — am, ent Joiner April 18 


ieee w é, Coach 
April 19 at 11 30 oy throm 42, Bt Oita Bier 


Puen, Jonx, Luton, Coal Merchant 
— —— April 18 at i2 Off 


J —— Cn ae Newton Saint of hee 
— — php 18 
—— —— i Marsh Baldon, Oxf Oxford, Publican 
— Bayswater, Schoolmaster 
* — ot w, Grocer April 19 at 
— —— jaw Bay, Builder April 
19 at 11 Rec, 68, Castle st, Van’ tokuny ’ 
Surrn, —— Redruth, Cornwall. Cosch Builder April 
— Mary, —— — Boardi House Keeper 
— ————— 
Blackemith april 18 at 4 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, 


Ipswich 
— ARTHUR a York, Cake Merchant’s 
Duscombe pl, York a 
Waasrtos, Waiter Epwanp, Slater April 23 


at8 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 
Warrracer, Jozy, Painter A 
at prũ is at 11 Off Rec, 


Witurams, Jon, Cardiff, Grocer April 18 at 
* —* hie P 12 117, 8t 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
— Exiz Tobacconist Leicester 
a~y ———*— Pet April 


Baows, J Seam, See ow ates, Durham, Railway Guard 
‘et April 7 April 7 “ 
Gates Toba esa, Redhill, Tailor Croydon Pet 
March 2) Ord April 2 


Caxxox, Hexzy — Harlesden, Commercial Traveller 

‘ Bigh Court Pet age ots April 7 i. 

MaxNei., Joux, Broske, Norfolk, Farmer ¥ 
mouth Pet March 19 ‘Ord April 8 - 


Cuzave, Ayprew Aaruua, Pershore, Worcester, Hotel 
Keeper Worcester Pet March 5 Ord April 9 
mare YY Norland, nr Halifax, Farmer Pet April 


Garr, Jons, “Roedham, Norf: Miller Gt Yarmouth 
Pet March 26 ie * 


Guu va, — Fee toca a Bradford, Butcher 
Bradford Pet Aprils 

Grecory, ARTHUR wy — Clerk Notting- 
ham Pet A rd April 


9 

© Wraetectone Tredegar Pet 

Jaxxixsox, JOSEPH, eld, Butcher Gheffield Pet 
April s Ord April 

Jessup, Grorcs, sen, Old. ea Norfolk, Farmer 
Norwich Pet April 7 

Joxzs, WiLuiamM, and #4 + i Pontypool, Oil 

erchasts Ne Pet March 21 Ord April 8 

Litwatt, THomas, Carmarthen, Timber Merchant Car- 
marthen Pet April7 Ord SEP ison, 

Liewe ten, ALsert Howarp, H Kingston wu 
jm yt A Kingston upon Hull” Pet March 7) 

pril 8 

Loz, WrxpHam Spence, Deets High Court Pet March 

4 Ord April 8 


Nease., Avovst, Cleveland mews, Fitzroy sq, Cabinet 
Maker HighCourt Pet April? Ord April 7 

Gung, Grorce Epwarp, 1 General Dealer 
Lincoln Pet April9 —— 

Passwort, Harry, lo’ 
Gloucester Pet April5 Ord | 


Peart, ABRAHAM, Fournier st, . Trimming 
Beller High Court Pet Feb 1 paint, 


PixpgR, CHARLES 


Roserts, Josera Ric ™o Southport, Chemical Manu- 
acturer Liverpool 9 Ord April 9 

Row.ey, Ricnarp, Cullom Devon, Schoolmaster 
Exeter Pet March 24 Ord April 7 

Rvsss11, — —— lof 
Aprils Ord Apiil 

SaxpERs, JOSEPH, von Wiitiam Macs, Alton, 8 
Bakers Stoke upon Trent Pet April 9 —532 

Spencer, Henry, jcester, Mechanic Leicester Pet 
AprilS8 Ord Aprils 

Vay Noornpen, Caarces ALBERT — Cursitor st High 
Court Pet Feb4 Ord A April 9 

Watsn, Wii. pe, Traveller Nottingham 
Pet _ = 8 Ord April 

Warsow, Wiiiiam, Nelson, — Draper Burnley Pet 
April8 Ord april 8 

WeETHERELL, Ricnarp Rosiysoy, Hetton le 3 Durham, 
Builder’ Durham Pet Jan 14 Ord April 4 

Wairrneap, Arruur, Sheffield Sheffield Pet April 9 
Ord April 9 

Waa, 2 Joun, Leeds, Painter Leeds Pet April 8 

April 8 
“= — St Helens, Fruiterer’s Aesistant Liver- 
et April9 Ord April9 


psi notice substituted for that — in the 
London Gazette of March 2 


» Grocer Newport Pet 


Carey, Freperick Murpoc —— —— 
rbury Pet March is ” Ord March 1 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of April 4: 


Soe, Wi um Harry, Langstone, M ~* Tea Merchant 
Newport, Mon Pet April2 Ord April 2 


Amended neice oo = oe — in the 


Mowncreirrz, Roxas, To — ‘ot, —5* High Court 
Pet Feb 28 Ord March 


London Gasette.—Tusrspay, April 15. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Barser, Peres, Patricr — Confectioner Salford 
Pet April 10 Ord 

Barnes, CHARLES eb od Ipswich, Coach Builder 
Ipswich Pet April9 Ord April 9 

Bexxert, Wittiam Txomas, ee Coal Merchant 

Plymouth Pet April ii Ord April 11 

Bennett, Wiitiamson, U; » Lines, Carrier Lincola 
Pet April 11 Ord April ie 

Biackmor®, Henry, Bideford, Devon, Grocer Barnstaple 
Pet april 12 Ord April 12 

BLANKLEY, — Cripplegate High Court Pet April 
12 Ord A April 12 


Buixpiey, Witt Arrave, reer oh Grocer 
Pet Ord @ april 10 


West Bromwich 
Cotemax, Tom — ailder Bedford Pet 


April 10 Ord 
— rece —* Plumber Wakefield Pet 
1 
Dez, Gzorcs ioieen Oe am Common, General Draper 
Wandsworth Pet 10 Ord 10 
Downixe, Jou~ Westey, Wol , Bolicitor 
Wolverhampton Pet April 11 = oot 
Fisusven, Gzones, Essex, Builder High Court 


Esst 
Pet April 11 — — il 
Hampsaies, — Carnarv 
Victuatler — —— 11 Ord 11 
— Janus, Presteign, Radnor, Licensed Victualler 


Leominster Pet 12 Ord April 12 
— Vruaau, —— , Surrey, 8 Mann- 


actarer Kingston, —y 
Hanagison, ALeeat, — 
April 10 Ord April 10 
Hartle 


Hasriscs, Jauxs, 
April9 Ord 





Pet April9 Ord 
Hv eget, Preveeics, —8 fae Pianoforte Dealer High 
Court Pet March 4 Ord April 11 





ISSUE OF £32,000,000 
CONSOLS, 


Of which £16,000,000 has already 
been placed, in the terms of this 
Prospectus. 


First Dividend (for a full three months’ interest), 
payable 5th July, 1902. 


Price of Issue, fixed by H.M. Treasury at £93 10s. 
per cent. 


Tue Governor anp Company or THE Bayk or EnGuane 
are authorized to receive applications for £14,000,000 
Consots, the balance of this issue of Stock 

The Stock will be in addition to, and will rank pari passu 
with, the £2] per cent. Consolidated Stock (Consols) already 


The interest, at 2] per cent. per annum until the 5th 
ray Mg pel thereafter at 24 per cent, will be payable on 
the , Sth April, bth J July, and 5th Ostober. The 
First Dividend ( (for a = three months’ interest) will be 
** on the 5th July 
The Stock cannot han Tye redeemed until the 5th Avril, 1923; 
but, on and after that date, it may be paid off at par, on 
notice, at such times, and in such amounts as Parlia- 
ment may determine. 
Both the Capital aud the —328 will be a charge on the 
‘and of the United Kingdom 
The Books of the £23 per cent. Consolidated Stock (Con sols) 
are kept atthe Bank of land and at the Bank of [relaad, 
oe Warrants will transmitted by post, unless 


e desired. 

— whieh must be accompanied by a 
deposit of £3 per cent., will be received at the 
Chief Cashier’s Office, and at the Dividend Pay 

ffice (Rotunda), Bi Bank of England, = ow 
lorwarded to that Bank, either directly, or th = = 
—— of any Banker, or Stockbroker, ia the ited 

ingdom. 

7 case of partial allotment, the balance of the amount 
Bret as dep wit will be plied towards the paymeat of the 

—— Shou Gees be a surplus aftr making 
payment, such surplus will be refunded by cheque 
rhe list will be closed on, or before, Monday, 
m5 2ist April, 1902. 
ae on which the further payments will be required 
are as 


7 ie. be per cent. on Wednesday, 7th May, 1902. 
°° Thursday, 5th June, 1902. 
4 99 Thoredey? 10th Jaly, 1902 
20 7th Augast, 1902. 
20 ” 


; 4th —— a 
20 
The instalments may be 


, Sth October, 1 
in fall on, or — * ae 7th 
May, 1902, under discount 
annum. 










the rate of £2] per cent. per 


In an a ey: in the payment of any instalment at its 
e depos ã 


—— aod the instalments previously 
- bay’ be 5 — to forfeiture. 
ip Certificates to bearer, with Coupons attache! for 


the ——e— payable on ths 6th July 1902, and 5th October, 
1902, will be issued ia exchange for the provisional recsipta. 
As soon as these Scrip Certificates to bearer hay: been 
in fall they can be —— (in other words, cn be 
converted into Stock) they can be — for Stock 
ates to bearer in denominations of £100, £209, £50) 

and £1,000, without payment of any fee, provided ‘such 


exchange is effected not later than the ist 
December, 1 

‘to bearer will have quarterly Coupons 
attsched. 


Inscribed Stock will be convertible into Stock Certificates 
to bearer at any time — of the usual fee of two 
shillings per cent. ; and ik Certificates to bearer can be 

or, ia other words. converted into Stock, on pay- 
ment of usual fee of one shilling per Certificat :. 

g Abplications must be for even hundreds of 

t the Stock, once inscribed, will be transferable 
i any sums which are multiples of a penny. 

Applications must be on printed forms, which may be 
obtaiaed at the Bank of England, and the Bant of 
Ireland, or at any of their Braxcres; 7 * of the London 
Banks ; of Messrs. Mullens, Marshall » 4, Lombard- 
treet, "London, E.O. ; ; or of any of ths dial Svock- 


brokers. 
Bayx or Evauanp, 16th Apri!, 1992 








NORFOLK COUNTY COUNCIL. 
LOANS, 


7* Norfolk County Council are prepared 
mh borrow money 3 sums of £100, or maltiples 
secured by the ISSUE of £100 DEBENTURE 
BONDS, BEARING INTEREST at 3} per cent. per 
annum, payable half-yearly. 
The Bon4s are statutory secarities ia which Teese 
Se ee ee cost to the 


They are redeemable by the County Council after the 
— of ten — and within thirty years on six 
months’ notice at the option of the Council, bat the wishes 
of investors — pam to the time of repayment will be 
given effect t 

A pHOGURATION. FEB of one-half per cent, will be 
paid to Solicitors and Agents. 

Forms of application, * any further information 
desired, may be obtained of the uaders' 


ag Sy meee 


CHARLES —— 
The Shirehall, Norwich, 15th February, 1902. 
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Jorzs Ricnarp, 
Mariner P. 
Kircues, Samvuet, and — Feepenick SaunpERs, 

Market Leicester, Leicester 


. 
Pet March 26 Ord April 9 
Larrawoop, Wit1i1am Psxsinatox, Hoo Brook, nr 
Kidderminster, Farm Bailiff Kidderminster ’ Pet 
— — Ww. 
Egs, GEORGE, ve, 
Worcester Pet April10 Ord April 10 
Mitver, Joux — Pures, — Grocer Gt Yar- 
mouth Pet April 10 ‘gp ~ 
Norton, Wiiiram, Leeds, C Merchant Leeds Pet 
April 1i Ord April 11 
Parry, Kate Hevex, Ho'yhead, Schoolmistress Bangor 
Pet april10 Ord Aprii 10 
A hill, Publisher 


Perry, ALexaypeR Wiiiam, Lu 
Court Ord 
Rosxson, Jonny, Shipley, Yorks, Egg Salesman Bradford 
Pet April 11 il 
Sant, Thomas, Wi Wolverhampton Pet 
April 1 





‘et Feb 3 


1 Ord — 23 
Suaw, ECroxax, Monsale _ nr Buxton, Farmer Derby 
Pet April 11 Ord April 11 
Suerwin, Gronce Heyry, oe Mechanic Rochdale 
Pet April 11 Ord A) 
SraineR, ALBERT JESSE, = tefield, Glos, Farmer 
Bristol Pet A ll "ora Apel ll 


a Joun Henry, Eastbo p Sven Victualler 
bourne Pet = a 10 Ord 4 rd. April 10 
Bron, wis —— Le ds Pet April 11 


Suppury, — E, Lt re - aia Stationer High Court 
Pet 12 A) 


Ord 

— Middlesboro' +R cca Middles- 
Pet April 10 Ord April 

Tuomas, Tuomas, and Marrsa 


eae, ee 
Glam, Milliners Aberayon Ord 


Pet april 1 
Totztt, Atrrep Srerues, Orock wr Dartford, 
Rochester es 10 Ord April 10 
Varty, — — Gt Portland st, Oxford st, 
General F  droamonger High Court Pet 
April 12 Ord A 


WALKER, Be — Grocer Preston fe’ 


April10 Ord April 10 
Weis, Esenezen — — Auctioneer 
Ord April 8 


don Pet March 21 


Woop, Ricuarp *amugL, Hulme, Manchester Manches‘er 
Ord April 10 
Waicut, Jonx, Barrow by Chester, Farmer Chester Pet 


April12 Ord —s 
Yarwoop, CHARLES hester, Fish Sal 
chester Pet reek 12 Ord April 12 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Banrser, Peres, Partricroft, kanes, Cs Confestioner April 23 
at3 Off Rec, Byrom at 

Bowpgn, ‘Freperick Lioxgn ames, ani GrorcEr 
Percivat Bowpes, B Pho — s April 23 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st 

Brown, James, New Shildon, ot nell ony Guud 
April 22at3 Off Rec, 25, 5, John st, Sunderland 

Crank, ALraep — ‘Gt Grimsby Aprii 22 at 11 
Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 

Cuark, Gzorez, Bedminster, Bristol,” Builder April 23 
at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Rosert, Hunstanton Bt Edmunds, Grocer 





Man- 


CULLEN, 
April 22 at 180 Off Rec, 8, King s 

Epwarps, Epwarp Jou, Aberystwi' 
keeper April 223at1t Town Hall, A’ 

Epwarps, Witu14m, Wolverhampton, Boot Manufacturer 
April 23 at 12 Off . os Wolverhampton 

Fisusury, Gore y ty Builder April 24 at 2.39 


ru 

G@opprxean, G 8, Ii — — Produce Dealer April 22 
at 2.30 ptey blogs Carey st 

Gazcory, ARTHUR * Nottinghim, Clerk April 22 
at12 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl. Park st, Nottingham 

Hau, A Ricuarps Bay, Wil'enhall, 
Cabinet Makers April 23 at 11 Off Rec, Wolver- 


m 
Hanssen, Coantes Frepertcx Jv * Mark In, Expert 
Butter Merchant April 23 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
— James, Aartle Fisherman ril 22 at 3.20 
Susrmen thet doe Bunderland Fish April 
ASTINGS, MATTHEW, erman 22 at 
3.40 Off Bee, 25, John st. Sunderland 
Hewett, AUrRep, Bursledon, So thampton, Gentleman 
8 Off 172, High 8 Southampton 


Hizons, Tuomas, Balsall th, rester, Baker April 
23 at 12 174, Corgoration s%, Bi ham 
Hurst, Henry B, Baker Baker st, —— Promoter April 25 
at lz Bankruptcy bl Carey st 
Joxgs, Rosert Epwagp, Trawsfynydd, Merioneth, Grocer 
April 22 at 1.45 Qucen’s Hotel Blaneau laneau Festiniog 
Laxosury, Ropert Jerrrey, Middles' h, Labourer 


April 25 at 1230 Off Rec, 8, Albert row, Middles- 


ug! 
Lars, Grorar, pee Worcester, —22 —— 
April 24 * 74 at, Wor 
owe, © pany ~~ April 


WN, Badge 


—_ — — wes, 
Maker 28 at 2.80 * : — 
Xonrox, — Beeston dill, 


Apel 23 at 11.30 Of Bec. 22, 22, Park f row, sg Gopsenear, Grorce Sreruey, Ilford, General Produce 
Passwone, Harry, Gloucester, Licensed Victualler April Dealer Court Mazeh 19 Ord April 10 
Wat Bell Hotel, Gloucester Harnison, Atpert, Bedford, Ren’  Collecton Bedford 


Panay, ALEXANDER —— Lalente bil hill, Publisher 


at 12 Bankruptcy — — i 


April 23 Carey st 

Pinorr, wey Hevay, a a Lancs, Draper April 23 
at230 Off Rec, Byrom at, Manchester 

Paice, ALBEnr, New Tr. r, Mon,Grocer April 22 at 12 


or 
at 1130 24, Ballwey S70. 1 


Pet sprit 11 Ord April 11 


"7: Marruew, 
Jouns, — = Morfa N. 
Portmadoc 


Lairawoop, Wants Pan 

















Three purposes provided 


*«‘Chute’’ Fire Escapes, from 
Hydrant Systems, from - 


SPECIAL SPRINKLERS FOR 





MERRYWEATHERS’ PORTABLE FIRE APPARATUS 
FOR INDOOR PROTECTION. 
«London Brigade’’ Hand Fire Pump - 


(With which one person can attack a fire unaided, and by which three-fourths of 
the fires in London are put out every year.) 


Pressure Augmentors for High Buildings where water 
service is at low pressure. 


MERRYWEATHERS' 


COMBINATION OF APPARATUS FOR 


FIRE PROTECTION, 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING, 


~ 


and WATER SUPPLY. 


for at One Minimum Cost. 


Experienced Engineers sent to Survey at Mansions, Estates, and Villages. 


£5 5 O 
- - £5.0 0 
- - £30 0 0 





LIFT SHAFTS. 


Write for Pamphlets, post-free. 


MERRYWEATHERS, 63, Long Acre, W.C., LONDON. 











April 23 at 11 174, Corporation st, | pay ae 
Suarr, Joun Jamus, Bleaf. 

1215 Off Reo, 4 and 6, West st, Bos’ 
Spencer, Henry, Leicester, M 
off 1, Berridge st, 
— LBERT JESSE, 
ne Wit, Leeds, April 23 at 11 Off 

22, row, Leeds 
Tay.or, Taomas, Barrow Farness, French Polisher | 
pril 29 at 12 Off Reo, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in 


‘arness 
Wessrer, Roseat Barginorton, Ki 2* Hull, Pork 
—— April 22 at 11.30 Off Rec, ie ity House ln, 


—— i Kivgston upon ae. > es April 22 | 

atl Trmity House ln, H 

— — t Helen’s, 7 Fruiterer’ s Assistant 

April 24 at 10.30 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Woop, Ricnarp Samvet, Hulme, Manchester April 23 at 
8.80 Off Byrom st, M 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Barber, Peren, Patricroft, ee Confecticner Salford 
Pet April10 Ord April 11 


Baryes, CHARLES — — Coachbuiider Ips- 
wich Pet April9 Ord A’ 
Beynett, Wriiiiamson, U; _ Carrier Lincoln 
A 1l Ord 


Buiacxmore, Henry, Bideford, Devon, Grocer Barnstaple 

April12 Ord A 18 

BLANKLEY, CHARLES, st, Cripplegate High Court 

April12 Ord Apel 12 

Browy, —— 18 James, Bournemouth Poole Pet April 
12 


ril 
Qurtis, Ricuarp, Wakefield, Plumber and Gas Fitter 
Wakefiela — 12 Ord April 12 
Datsy, BA, Ba Beds, Brewer Bedford Pet 
March 12 Ord t April 12 
Der. Grorez Lzorotp, West side, Clapham Commo, 
bem 4 Draper Wandsworth Pet. April 10 Ord 
April 


— — 8, Bishopsgate st Within, American Hard 
Stead Importer High Court Pet March 18 Ord 
i 


Rosson, Bertram Mowtacut, Birminghan, Metal Broker lon, ew = _— sgrove, Worcest 
orce ster 
—— April 22 at | Lewis, James 38 Llanon, 
marthen 


echanic “April 22 at 12.39) Norrox nal Boston Wi, 


Mangotefield, Glos, Farmer 
23 ati2 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol a Parry, Kate Haven, 
‘Labourer 


Ord april 10 
sae aaa 





‘et March 12 Ord April 9 
Hill, Leeds, Coal Merchant 
Pet Aprilil Ord April 11 

Schoolmistress Bangor 
Pet April 10 Ord A) 


— *82 Salesman Bradford 


, CUTHBERT at Ugorth Shields, Grocer New- 
228 Pet March is Ord April 10 
Sant, Tuomas, Wolverhampton Wolverhampton Pet 
April 11 Ord April 11 
| SHarnes, wees — Town High Court Pet 
ae, — ty Oed é Dale, nr Buxton, Farmer Derby 


Ord April 11 
— i, ti Henry, Rochdale, Mechanic Rochdale 


Leeds Pet 


Pet Aprilll Ord 4 
Srorey, Wittan, _ Leeds Pet April 11 
Ord April 11 
T Vriaaau Accountant Middlee- 
"Nprough Pet April 10 Ord April 10 
Tuomas, Tomas, — oe aa, 
von, april 
Tuorrs, Anruus WILLIAM, Cake ———* 


York, 
Traveller York Pet March 22 Ord April 11 
Taveman, Cu Rosert, om, Glam, Engineer 
abersven Bet Maren 7 0 2 
a Arsene Powe S ~ Dartford, Florist 
Varty, Jonx CaRmavtt, ot ee st, Oxford —* aS ond oe 
April 12 
Waker, Waren, Morecambe, Grocer Preston Pet April 
10 Ord Apri 10 
Wipy, Farornick Cuances, Belsize Park, Hampstead, 
Court Pet March 17 Ord a. u 
Warrant, Joux, Barrow by Chester, Farmer Pet 
Aprii 12 Ord April 12 
Yarwoop, Cartes, Manchester, Fish Salesman Manchester 
Pet april 12 Ord April 12 





Dow ine, James Lewis, Leadenhall eke, Pork Butch 

Court Pet March 3 Ord ll 

Downgy, Dawiet Russet, , 
8u High Court Pet 


Downine, Jonn 


March 27 

Ferreas ANNEeTT® Hannan Heaton —* Bayswater 
Pr a a ae toe Builder High 
SHBURN, — 

Court Pet april o 


Epwarps, Wittiam, Wolverham: 
Wolverhampton Pet 


Pet 10 Ord April 10 
, Fisherman Sunderland 


marvon, Master Mariner 


pril9 Ord April 9 
aii "Ord ape ti 


Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Soxrcrrors’ JouRNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 


Annual Subscriptions, PAYABLE IN ADVANCB: 
Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL, £1 6s. ; by post, £1 8s. 
Wererxty Reporrsr, £1 6s. ; by post, £1 8s. 
Sonrcrrors’ JourRNAL and WEEKLY 
REPORTER, £2 12s., post-/ree. 








ENNINGTON, Brook, nr Kidder- 
Pet April 





185, st, 
Rosixs, Marrurw, Croydon, 223 OF gg 8s 25 * 


Rosixsox, J 
in Onn 


thier. Yorks ag flea 


ll 
Ord April 11 | 


Volumes bound at the Ofice—cloth, 2s. 9d. ; half 
law calf, 5s. 6d. 
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. THOMAS’S HOSPITAL JEBUSUAL, 
SCHOOL, Albert Embankment, 
The SUMMER SESSION will — * * MAY 1. 
spital being one of the Medical Schools 
of the University of London, provision is made for the 
courses of study prescribed for the ~~ LA Scientific, 
Intermediate, a Final Examinations in Medicine. 
Students — in the summer are eligible to compete 
for the Science Scholarships of £150 and £60 awarded in 
— 


appointments are open to students without extra 
— 

Tutorial Classes are beld prior to the Second and Final 

Examinations of the Conjoint Board in January, April, 


= Jul 
— of approved lodgings and of private familics 
— boarders is kept in secretary’s office. 
day club accommodation is as in the 
school building and an athletic ground at 
Prospectuses and all ag = be obtained from 
the es ee Mr. G. Rend 
TURNEY, M. * .d. Oxon., Dean. 


Ean CROSS HOSPITAL 
EDICAL SCHOOL. 
e BUMMER SESSION, 1902, will commence on 
THURSDAY, the Ist MAY. 
e Scholarship (100 guineas), the Huxley 
Bcho' are ip 65 guineas), snd six other Entrance Scholar- 
3 ay value — are awarded annually. 

Scholarships of the value of 60 guineas each sre 
— for Students of Oxford. Cambridge, and London 
Universities. 

Students who join in summer have the same privil 
a —— ds Scholarships, &c., as etudente joining in October 
of the « 

The SCHOOL PROSPECTUS, containing full informa- 
tion concerning the classes, prizes, and all other arrar ge- 
ments —— with the Medical School, will be sent on 
application to the Dean, Chandcs-street, Strand, W.C. 

HERBERT F. WATERHOUSE, Dean. 








HE ROYAL DENTAL HOSPITAL OF 
LONDON MEDICAL SCHOOL, Leicester-square, 


The SUMMER SESSION, : 1902, will commence cn 
THURSDAY, ist MAY, 


—— SCHOOL. 
Dents] Anatom —— (Human and Compara- 
—— 8. —— RBS. M.A. —— F.R.C.8., 
D 8,, on Tuesdays and oot Thawiars at5 4 m. (Summer) 
—— mith, L. + M.B.C.S., 


Dental 8 and Pathology —W. B. Paterson, 
F.8.C.8.. LDS. on Tuesdays and Fridays, at 5.30 pm. 


(OS fechernical Dentistry —E. Lloyd-Wiili LB.OP., 
- jams, 0. 
M.BRCS., L.D8, L.8A., on Wednesdays, at 5,80 p.m. 
(Winter). — ator—Mr. W. F. Flote.) 
Metall = A tion to Dental Purposes —Dr. 
Forster Morley, LC., F.C.8., on Thunodape, ere 
PGs) (Winter). ye Se Td Richards, FLC., 


* Medica and its Application to Dental 5: 
Heel Austen, M.B, B.S. cat). -), LRO.P. M C8., 
L.D 8. Mondays, 5 30 p.m. ( 
ication Dental Surgery— 


Bacteriology snd its A 
J. Howard Mummery, M.RC.8.,L.D.8. Wednesdays and 
Fridays, 5 30 p m. (Summer). 

The new Hos and School are now open. 

— are received for the full Dental p portion of the 

triculum, including Gave years (or any shorter 

period) of teaching in Denta! Mechanics. 

1 a ee of the curriculum can be received at 


oy 

g the Sessions the 8 s of the day will give 

demonstrations at stated ca". . ein 
ann House Surgeons attend daily while the Hospital is 


PThe Saunders x Walker —22 of £20 per 
annum each and Prizes are competition. 

Fee for two years’ Hospital Practice required by the 
—_ ie Lectures. £50 in one payment, — 50 
—. yearly instalments. The curriculum 
= ELF. ata General Hospita!. The 
ee for this is ion Both Hospitals can be attended 
simultaneously. 


The fee for ‘three years’ tuition in Mechanical Dentistry 
is 150 guineas. 

The Calendar and further particulars will be sent on 
application to MORTON SMALE, Dean. 





bnil Ai 





orn e Ok BANK, 
on the minimum monthly balances, | 
0 
1° on Deposits, repayable on demand. 
23* Pack 23 |. 
The BIRKBECK Rope with full particulars, 
6 Aorron⸗ 
Telegraphic Address : 


South , Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 
o when not drawn below £100. 
STOCKS AND SHARES. 
post-free. YENSCROFT, Manager. 
CAPITAL City Offices to be Let, from £80 





ESTABLISHED 1851. 
CURRENT ACCOUNTS. 
2° 
DEPOSIT ACCOUNTS. 
Stocks and Shares purchased and sold for customers. 
* “ Binxszox, Loxpoy.” 
to £40,—Szaaie & Hares, Paternoster House, B.C, 


ST. THOMAS’S HOSPITAL, S.E., 


NEEDS HELP. 
J. @. WAINWRIGHT, Treasurer. 


BAR EXAMINATIONS. 


Special Preparation at 24, Chancery-lane, w.c. 
ORAL (Private and Class) AND CORRESPONDENCE. 
Recent Results :—In October, 1901, of 9 Pupils sent 
up 9 passed—1 in Firet Cless Honours. Ban Examiwa- 
TIoxs Resuit:—April, 1902, 13 passed out of 14—3 in 
Honc urs. 

“How te Become a Barrister,” post free, 10d. 


JOHN GIBSON, M.A. 


(oes rn and General Clerkehip 
Reqvired; B.A. (Oxon.); Admitted 1897; seven 
years with well-known City firm.—G., care of BR. J. 
Wigram & Co., Fiosbury Hous, E C. 


NEXPENSIVE EDUCATION for Sons of 
Gentlemen; 30 guineas per annum; reduction to 
brothers ; r warden; graduate masters ; excellent 
etucation, a'rangements, games. references, &e ; 3 ~~! 
— —Address, Heap Master, Schorne College, near 
inslow. 














O SOLICITORS and others having charge 
of Property.— Builder and Decorator. established over 
thirty years in the West of London. would like to meet 
Gentlemen able to Introduce. New Business ; liberal terms ; 
highest ref guaranteed with both work 
and charges — Fipr, care of “ Solicitors’ Journal” 
Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W C. 


QTBAND {Law Courts, near to),—To be 
Sold, a very substantial Building, suitable for an 
Insurance Com psny or others requiring spacious premises. 
— Fall particulars of Z., 85, Old Jewry, E C. 


OLICITORS’ TYPEWRITING CO., 683, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields.— Legal Work of every deacrip- 

tion executed with accuraey and despatch ; Translations 
thorthand ; work sent by post promptly attended to pod | 


. 














QMALLPOX INSURANCE.—Notice.—The 

new Personal Accident and —— Insurance Policies 

issued by the ImprzriaL AccipEnt, &c. — Co, 17, 

Pall Mall East, 8.W., secure payment in respect of small- 

pox and other diseases ~ AS ny extra premium. 

us ies of the new “‘ Extended Combination Prospectus’’ 
be sent post-free on application. 


Inebriety and the Abuse of Drugs. 


PLAS~YN~DINAS, 
Dinas Mawddwy, Merionethshire, 
Wales. 

For Gentlemen of the Upper 
Glasses only. 
Shooting—19,000 om, | —— miles Salmon, 

References — 
Dr. Gro. Savpen, 8, Henrietta-street, Cavendish- 
Dr. — ——— a4, Cavendish-square, London, 
For Prospectus, Terms, &c., apply to 
Or. WALKER, J.P., 
Dinas Mawddwy. 


Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOME. 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 


For Terms, &c. ly to 
rs p HOGG, M.B.C.8., &e., 
Medical Bupert 














INEBRIETY. 


MELBOUBNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant : ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A., 
} es (ane). Princi — RILEY, Assoc. Soc. 
Legal and —— Thirty ye For terms and particulars 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 


THE INEBRIATES ACTS. 1879-99, & PRIVATELY. 


BUNTINGFORD HOUSE RETREAT, 
BUNTINGFORO, HERTS. 
UNDER ENTIRELY NEW MANAGEMEN?. 


For the Treatment and Care of | nae = ape suffering from 
ot Ae Healthy employment and 





to 2} Guineas weekly. No Extras. 
ICAL SUPERINTENDENT. 





ly to — 


SPECIAL NOTICE wl CIGARETTE CONNOISSEURS, ! 


— ñ —N 


Cigarettes. 


— 


fe 


MARK 


Acknowledged 


the F Nes’ CIGARETTE ever produced, 


The ** LEGAL ” Ci are carefully rolled by hand 
blended ty sult the taste of the best 
noisseurs, are sold in three different kinds :— 
SPECIAL EGYPTIAN Tt — 73 for 25 ; 3/6for 50 
EGYPTIAN BLEND No. 1—1/- for 18; 2/9 for 50; 


or . 
STRAIGHT CUT VIR SO for 20; 1/9 for 505) 


One of each of the “ Legal” Cigarettes will be sent post-free 
receipt of name and address. Apply to— 
L. 


FIELDCOVITCH & GCO., 
71 & 72, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 





INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited, 


10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, £500,000. 


Reversions and Ete Setenats to Landed F Funded Prosi 


¢ H. 
H. CLAYTON. 


—J—————— REVERSIONARY 
COMPANY, LIMITED, 


eels — 
— rrom 5 
Established 1836, and further em ae OG 
Parliament, 14 & 15 Vict. c. 130. 
Share and Debenture Capital ... -- £619,870. 

Beversions Purchased on favourable terms. Loans 
Reversions made either at annual interest or for 4 
charges. Policies Purchased. 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


(Estastisusv 1828), 
Purchase Interests in Real and F 
Property, Life Interests and Life Policies, | 
Advance eR 2 EE, 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £637,225. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
30, COLEMAN STREET E.C. 


19th CENTURY BUILDING SOCI 


ADELAIDE PLAGE, LONDON BRIDGE, E.C. 
CHAIRMAN : 
Sin HENRY WALDEMAR LAWRENCE, Bagt., 
2, Mitre-court-buildings, Temple, E.C. 





No. 26 








Prompt and Liberal Advances 


to Purchase, Build, 
Improve , Or —— Property. 


Freehold, Leasehold 
Eetenast Ser Lanne Remmen Sr Cent. 

£10 each ; — S pt Ont, 
Depot ested at 8 3h ad «por Co 
FREDERICK LONG, Manager,” 


Telephone: 602 Hol 


EDE AND SON 


ESTABLISHED 1689. 





COURT | 
TAILORS, 


ROBE 
MAKERS. 


BY SPRCIAL APPOINTMENTS 


To H.M. THE KING and H.M. THE QUEE) 
Robe Makers to the Lord Chancellor and Judges. 


FOR KING’S COUNSEL AND BARRIS 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 





qusdening, exisl 
— anrede Mates light | 


COURT SUITS IN CLOTH AND VELVET. — 


Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town CI 
Clerks of the Peace, and Ooroners. 


CORPORATION AND UNIVERSITY GO 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LO 





the whole Legal Profession to 


LSS ad en See ———— 





BART., 


3uild, one 
jy: 





